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INTRODUCTION. 


5 , 2 JENS, 1 ' "2 : 

'T is long ſince the inhabitants of Britain have been termed 
A 2 nation of politicians. And it is one priyilege, by 
hich we are diſtinguiſhed from moſt other nations on the 
face of the earth, that on political, as well as other ſubjects, 
every man is allowed to think for himſelf, to expres, and 


even to publiſh his thoughts without fear of danger, ſo long 
as he propagates no opinions ſubverſive of public order and 


peace. But never were the minds of men fo intept upon po- 
litical ſubjects, nor ſo many pens employed in palitical diſcuſ- 
ſions, as fince the year 1789. The ſurpriſing revolution that 
then took place in France, together with certain publications, 
which then made their appearance, in Britain, raiſed ſuch 2 
fermentation in- the minds of men, more . eſpecially. in the 
lower ranks of life, as perhaps no former period ever witnel- 


led. Various circumſtances have gccurred ſince that time, 
which have ſerved to keep up that fermentation. And, 4 


though people now find it convenient to be a little more 
guarded, both in their expreſſions and in their conduck, than 
they once were, the ſame political enthuſiaſm Kill occupies 


their minds; iy is ready to burſt forth with redoubled vis 
- lence, whenever an occaſion ſhall offer: —And who knows . FA 
Tv v - 


what occaſion af that kind theſe critical times may prodach? 
It is, therefore, the part of every good citizen, and of every 
true Chriſtian, to contribute his enden vito lem thy torrent, 
or to prevent it from taking (ich a — as may over, 
helm all in confuſion and ruin. | \ 


It may be thought foreign to the bifeek of a. minifier 
of the goſpel to .intermeddle in political diſputes ; and. iP 5 
theſe diſputes art viewed in a light merely political, there 77 "or 


may he ſome juſtice in the thought. But every political | 
opittion muſt either be agreeable or diſagreeable to the word 
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of God: every political duty is enforced by the authority 


of God in his law; and every political crime is an act of 
moral depravity. Golpel minitters ought to lay before their 
people whatever they have received of the Lord; to in- 
culcate gyery duty that God requires of them; and faithfully 
to warn them againſt every fin that he has prohibited. If, 
through their neglect, the people under their charge ſhall 
fall into ſinful courſes, —the people may periſh in their ini- 
quity; but their blood muſt be required at the watchmen's 
hands. Upon this principle, the writer of theſe pages holds 
himſelf fully juſtified in laying them before the world; mare 
eſpecially when be takes into conſideration the following 
things. 

He does not conſider the pulpit as a proper . for 
either a ſull or a frequent diſcuſſion of political ſubjedts. 
However important thoſe duties are which we owe to one 
another, as members of ſociety on earth the doctrines of 
the croſs of Chriſt, and the concerns of an eternal world, 
are more important fill. And upon the ſe chiefly he thinks 
it his duty to inſiſt on the Lord's s day. Much leſs does he 
think it proper to follow their example who make public 
prayer a vehicle for conveying their political ſentiments to 
their hearers. As he confiders himſelf, when preaching 
the Goſpel, as the meſſenger of God to men; and therefore 
would make conſcience of delivering that, and that only, 
which he has in commiſſion from God ;--fo, in public prayer, 
he conſiders himſelf as the mouth of the congregation to 
God ; and; therefore, dare expreſs nothing to which he has 
not reaſon to think that the whole congregation will ſay 
Amen, His views of- the preſent ſtate of public affairs are 
pretty well known, both to his own congregation, and to 
others about the place where be reſides: but the grounds 

upon which thete views are built, he has never had an op- 


pqrtunity fairly to late; and this he now does the more 


ingly, 1 in hopes that it may be uſeful, not ohly to his own 
congregation, but alfo to the public at large. 
Ile has the honour to belong to a body of Diffentem, 
who bave always diſlinguithed themſelves by ſtrenuous con- 
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*tendinjs in behalf of Chriftian liberty and the rights of the 


pevple; as members of the church of Chriſt ; and, he is ap- 
prehenfive that ſome may conſider the whole ſociety as 
equally Rrenuous in behalf of what ſome now call the poli- 
tical rights of man; 3 while he is convinced thaghefe two 
ſorts of rights have no connection with, or region to one 
another, He has ſeen, with deep concern, that Vy the active 
part which ſome diſſenters, both in England and Scotland, 
have taken in the preſent diſputes; an odium has bes 
brought upon the diſſenting intereſt, in the eyes of Govets- 
Tent end its adherents, which will not be eaſily wiped* off. 


By this means, he is afraid, a very ftrong bar is placed in 15 


way of the Legiſlature's granting that indulgence to 
reftant diſſenters, which they ſeem diſpoſed to extend to 
evety other denomination of men. And he knows, that 
though the principles of'the Seceſſion Church, "wit relation 
to the civil government in this nation, have been fulty laid 
-befote the world fifty years ago; and though Seceders have 
always given the moſt vnequivocal proofs of their loyalty on 
every proper occaſion, yet there never have been wanting ſome 
who'attempt to traduce” them as *enemies-to the preſent 
Government. And, at this time, there are not a few who 
conſider all Seceders, influenced by the peculiar principles of 
their Society, as ringleaders of that party who avowedly ſet 
themſclves to oppoſe the meaſures of Government, to emhbar- 
raſs its motions, and to overturn it, if poſhble, from the foun- 
dation. The publication of theſe Eſſays will at leaſt convince 
them that ſome Seceders are of a different mind. | _ 
To Chriſtians, the Holy Scriptures are the e rule, 
both of faith and practice. Concert ing every opinion, of 
whatever Kind, that any man would propagate among them, 
and concerning every practice to which men would inſli- 
gate them, the firſt enquiry of Chriſtians ſhould be, Is it, 
or is not, agreeable to the word of God ? And whoever 
they be that ſpeak not according to this word, fre are ſuffi- 
ciently: warranted to conclude that it 1s becauſe there is no 
Tight i in them. Few people in the lower ranks of life can 
þe acquainted with the ſcience of 3 nor is it to be 
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hoped that they can noderſiand thoſe vba reaſoniugs 
which may be employed in matters of that kind. But, among 
us, even the poor have Bibles in theif hands, and have, for 
the moſt part, been taught to read them. In the Bible; the 
duties oß every natural and civil relation are clearly and 
plainly pointed out: and if men, inſtead of gathering their 
principles concerning political duty. ſrom inflammatory news 
papers and ſeditious pamphlets, written by men whom they 
know not whence they are, would calmly peruſe the Serip- 
tures, and follow: the directions of the Spirit of 
ing in them, they would find it more calculated to promote 
_ their inward peace, as well as tending more tv make them 
quiet and uſeful members of ſociety. In all that has been 
written on thoſe political controverſies, which of late have 
been agitated among us, little recourſe has been bad to the 
Scriptures on either fide. Hence, people may imagine; that 
theſe are matters with which the fcriptures have nothing to 
do, aud that they may take what fide they pleaſe,” without 
 aQting contrary to the word of God. To obviate chis miſ- 
take is one main deſign of this publication. On ſuch #' ſub. 
ect, it will be impoſſible to confine ourſelves wholly to urgu- 
ments drawn immediately from · Stripture: but Seripture 

and ſound reaſon were never at variance. From theſe two 
_ ſources combined, it is mak to br grad whit has occurred 
on ye camped e e 
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2 . eie in general, and beende. 
. * owe to o the Powers 1 


oY MONG the 1 of ES times, it has be- 
come faſhionable to ſpeak of mankind as having origi-· 
5 - ol beth a race of ſavages, little removed from brutes, and 
,.,wbo Uy ly unheonnected with e one another i in ſociety, And this 
fayage.. ſtate they call the ſtate of nature. la ſuch 2 hate te, 
every man muſt have united i in his own perſon all the rights 
that are, pow. poſſeſſed by magilirates. and lubjes, as far 25 
e to hmſelf. Reſtrained, by no humpn, laws, he bad « 
„ rb. to ga what he pleaſed, without being ſubject to the will 
-of;anothex, or being accountable for what he did to any crea- 
tore. Every man muſt be his On laygirer, bis own judge, 
N Protectot, and his own arenger .. 
00 But though, for argument's lake, we, may ſugpoſe loch a 
late to have exiſted, and though, in ſome places of the world, 
1 ©. mankind bave ſo fac degenerated, as to have made near ap- 
proaches to that late ; yet it is plain, from the nature of 
things, that, in ſuch a ſtate, man could never ſubfiſt, The 
ſocial principle id as much inter woven with our nature, as 
the principle of ſelf. preſervation : ſo that no human creature 
could ever ſubſiſt one day in the Exerciſe of his rational fa- 
tulties, without defiring ſociety, and uſing means to obtain 


fit; if ſuch means were in his power. The law of nature, that 


was originally written, on man's heart, and Gill continues to 
be in ſome degree, expreſsly requires focial and relative du- 
ties, and as expreſsly prohibits crimes againſt ſociety ; and, 
therefore, neceſſarily. preſuppoſes a ſocial ſtate. —Befides, un- 
leſs we ſuppoſe all mankind perfectly free from any vicious 
diſpoſition, the ſpecies could not long have ſubſiſted in that 
unſocial ſtate, The weak would become a prey to the 


Rrong ; and the meek and peaceable—to the turbulent and 
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unruly, Either they ho were diſpoſed to live in heace, 
muſt, have aſſociated together for their mutual defence ; or 
the ſtrongeſt individual, and the mot wicked; would haye 
made himſelf maſter of the whole race - In either of, theſe 
caſes, the faundation would have been laid of ſome _ 0 
ſociety. + [nas 
If we have recourſe to aint hiſtory, the only. biftory | 
that can give us ſatisfaction in that matter, we ſhall find the 
above reaſoning confirmed by fact. Adam, though in full 
poſſeſſion of a furniſhed world; the very day that he was 
created, felt a want of ſomething more adapted to bis na- 
ture, than any thing that God had yet made. Neither did 
he find a help meet for him, till he was provided with a com- 
| panion of his own ſpecies. Society, therefore, as formed 
as ſoon as Eve was created : and from that day to this, men 
have always ſubſiſted in ſociety, Whether ſociety comd 
have ſubſiſted without ſubordination or not, if man had conti- 
nued in a ſtate of original integrity 2.—is a queſtion that none 
can anſwer. |. But we are very ſure that it cannot in our pre- 
ſent corrupt ſtate. Accordingly, as ſoon as ſin entered, God 
put the woman under ſubjection to the man; hen he ſaid. 
is Unto him ſpall be thy deſire, and he ſhall rule over thee,” 
Gen. ili. 16. A ſimilar. expreſſion uſed to Cain, intimates a 
kind of natural ſubjection of the younger to the elder, even 
among brothers, And thus there can be no ſociety without 
ſubordination, and ſome kind of government. 
What fort of goverament obtained among mankind in the 
antediluvian ages, or from the Hood to the building of Babel, 
it is impoſſible to determine. It is plain, that during the 
laſt mentioned period, man kind continued united in one ſo- 
ciety, and dwelt together in one part of. the earth. After 
ihe confuſion of languages, they who ſpake with the ſame 
tongue would naturally aſſociate together, ſettle in ſome con- 
venient ſpot of the earth, and ſet up among themſelves that 
form of government which their peculiar circumſtances 
might point out. But we have no reaſon to think. that the 
ſame form was adopted every where. 1200 
Some have aſſerted that the firſt form of 8 was 
patriarchal; that every man exerciſed a ſovereign authority 


1.71 
in his own family: and when the father of a family died, 
his authority, together with his inheritance, deſcended to his 
eldeſt ſon. The ſon's heir ſucceeded, and ſo forward, until 
the family grew into a nation, and the family chieftain® roſe 
into'aikinge Hence they plead for monarchy, as more con- 

W to nature than any other ſort of government. 
Others plead that the patriarchs were no kings; that they 
enardifec no authority than what ſtill belongs to every head 
of a family: that this authority did not deſcend to their 
heirs ; but that each of their ſons, when they came to have 
families of their own, exerciſed the ſame authority in them 
as their father had done in his. They ſay, that the firſt 
king 'was Nimrod, an uſurper and a tyrant ; that all other 
kingdoms were ſet up in the ſame manner; therefore roy- 
alty is repugnant to nature; and that both name and . 
onght to be baniſhed from among men. 1 
Both theſe opinions have ſomething true in them, and 
ſomething falſe. On the one hand, it cannot be derfied that 
the patriarchs exerciſed a more extenſive authority in their 
own houſes, than any head of a family would be allowed to 
do under a ſettled government. Abram” had his trained fer- 
vants, whom he led forth to war: he formed alliances with 
neighbouring princes, or patriarchs ; for Aner, Eſteul, and 
Mamre were confederate with Abram e he paſſed ſentence 
of batiiſhment ' againſt Hagar and her ſon; and exerciſed 
the other functions of royalty, even while he ſojourned in 'a 
ſtrange land. The fame thing is apparent in the hiſtory of 
other patriarchs.— On the other hand, we have no evidence 


— 


that this: authority deſcended to the eldeſt ſon, Neither Ren. | 


len, who wis Jacch's hirſt-· born, nor Foſeph,, to whom be 
left the birth · right. nor Judah, the father of the royal 
Hine, — claimed any authority over their brethten; after theit 
father's death. But Judab, even in his father's lifetime, 
exerciſed the higheſt authority in his own family; for he 
paſſed ſentence of death upon Tamar his daughter-in-law: 

But, as ſoon as birth-right; and a regulat ſuceeſſou to 
property were known, —it is very naturat to ſuppoſe, that 
the” man who ſucceeded to his father's eſtute, would confider 
himſelf as ſuegeeding alſo to his authority. Nor is it impro- 
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buble that is chin win de ade ined by the reſt of he & 
mily. Lf is was ſs in one generation, ir might be ſo in a- 
iber: and thus the ſucceſſion of kingdoms, as well as of 
j eſtates, might. become hereditary. We have among ourſelves 
an inconteſtible proof that this was the cafe in fact. All the 
world knows, that, till the paſſing of the Juriſciction Act, au 
almoſt deſpotic authority was exerciſed, by the chiefs of burt 
clans, over all that were conſidered to be of the ſame blood - 
and no ſooner did à man ſucceed to the paternal eſtate, than 
his authority was chearfully ſubmitted to by the whole tribe. 
Even to this day, neither the progreſs of knowledge, nor 
the force of poſitive law, has. been able totally to aboliſh 
F this authority. Tf this was the caſe in Scotland, why might 
. it not be ſo in other places? Whether this ſy tem 10 agree · 
| able to reaſon or ſound philoſophy, or not, we ſhall not diſ- 
| | | pute: but as it is founded in naturat afeHion, it is forely 
5 | confonant to human affairs, And, in fact, this ſeenis to have 
| been the manner in which moſt e were 1 


| in the zuder ages of ſociety, 
=: -* Of all human paſſions, none is more inſatiable than al- 
| uon And, therefore, it cannot be thought improbable 
| that a man under the influence of that paſſion, though he had 
1 vd bereditary claim to dominion, when he” found it Id his 
| power to ſubdue bis neighbours, would embrace the oppor- 
wnity of raiſing himſelf, and would-extend his conqueſts as 
far as he could. Though Nimrod is the firſt on record who 
made himſelf a king i in this manner, he was far from being 
| the laſt. Even in modern times, Oliver Cromwell, Kouli 
| Khan, Hyder Ali, and others, have riſen from the lower 
| _ ranks of life, and made themſelves maſters of powerful em- 
. pires, without waiting either for the choice or the conſent. 
x of the nations whom they were to govern, The juſtice of 
? | ſuch men's claims, few will aſſert. But i it,cannot be denied. 
that ſuch is the origin of many governments now ſobbing, 
H as well as many that have ſubſiſted in former 1imes. 
| | | | Neither is thete any doubt, that, when a number ol people 
(| were in the courſe of Providence ſcttled together, in a place 
where they were / previouſly ſubject to no government, they * 
| 2 up among themſelves what form of government 5 


1 90 


chey thought moſt metytte pbenore the happineſs of ſoelety; 
The ſame thing woult! happen when the former government 
had, by any means, been diſſolted; or when a peoples”: 
whether jaſtly or unjuſtly, had ſhaken off their ſubje&ori to 
their ſormer rulers. In this manner was the govetument ok 
the United Provinces erected ; and, mote lately, that of the 
American States. But we have no reaſon to think that in all 
ſuch caſes the ſame form of government was fixed upon. Some 
nations, like the people of Iſrael, choſe to have à king; and 
monarchy was eſtabliſhed among them. Others, putting con- 
fidence in a few, who- were conſidered as the moſt eminent 
for wiſdom and virtue, entruſted the government in their 
hands; and @riftocracy was-the reſult. In other places, the 
people, choſe to retain the power in their own hands ; and {6 
formed, a, democracy, or republican government. In different 
nations there have been different modifications of all theſe 
three ; And different mixtures of two or more of them. 
Indeed there are manuifeſt traces of all theſe three in thé 
earlieſt periods of hiſtory. Even in the days of Abraham 
there were kings in Egypt; in Aflyria, in Petſia, and in 
anaam: ſome of them ruling over extenfive empires, and 
me governing one city only. Of ariſtocracy we have in- 
ſtances in the Midianites, who, though but dne tribe, were 
governed by five kings E ; and the Philiſtines, whoſe five 
15 lords once had the adminiſtration in their bands conjunctly; 
though afterwardls· one of them obtained a pre-eminence, and 
became cheir king f. And of republican government W 
have an in ſtànee in the Hittites, or children of Heth; as ap- 
pears from this, that before Abraham could have a burial 
place among them, it was neceſfary to hold an aſſembly of all 


that went in at the gates of the eity; and the purchaſe of the 
feld and cave of 'Zphron was tranſacted in their prefence . 


Among the Gibeonites alſo the government ſeems to have 

been democratical; for, though they had elders, we hear no? 
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ching of their Eng; and all the. inhabitants of their, cquptry 
ated in conjundtion with their elders, in ſending che ld 
dors to Joſhua, ; Joſh, ix. 11 
In this enlightened age, few will call in queſtion the truih 
of that important max im, that all power and authority org ra- 
dically in the Pesple. I hope few will ever diſpute it in time 
to come, Every people or nation has an undoubted.right/to 
chooſe and ele& what form of government they find -moſt 
convenient; and to truſt, the adminiſtration of it in What 
hands they pleaſe : and in this right every individual has bis 
ſhare. But from this maxim, if not rightly underſtood, we 
may draw concluſions which the premiſes will not hear 
concluſions which geither conſiſt. with truth, nor with the 


peace and well-being of loeiety. A * of them may be 
pointed HO” 5 
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1. It does not hence, follow, that. all gaveryments, have. 


actually been ſet up by the general voicq of the, people, or 
even with their univerſal conſent. Though, in peint of 
theory, the people's right cannot be denied; yet it. is. plain 
from what has been ſaid, that, in fact, this right has, ſeldom. 
been exerciſed, or even claimed, in the erection of 
verument · In moſt nations of the world, the people never tb 
this day dreamed that they had ſuch à right; and home ſhould 
they exerciſe it? Even where it has been exerciſad. i it dun- 


not he ſuppoſed that a whole nation was ever unaningus in 


their choice. Some individugls would always have: preferred 
a different form of. government, or would rather have em- 


ployed other hands i in the adminiſtration of it. But it would, 


be abſurd to ſuppoſe. that this minoxity,.hecauſe.; they, did, not 
actually concur in erecting the government, ſhould, enjoy 


the benefit of its protection, without being obliged, to ſuhmit 
to, its authority, or to contribute to. its {upport,,, ,,..1., ., 


2 2. It does not follow, that it is, moſt for the bencht of G. 


ciety that the people ſhould retain the exerciſe of that. power, 
or any conſiderable part of i it, in their own hands. Lo gerern 


a great nation muſt require talents, .edncation,. and experi- 
ence, beyond, what uſually falls to the lot of thoſe in the 
lower ranks of life, in the moſt. enligbtęned ngtzon of, the 
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S1 
of their fie des; but the weight of government 3s roo heavy 
fo their ſhoulders. Were our beſt country politiciau 


placed at the helui of public alfairs, he would ſoon find Him- 
{If unegqual to the talk. Neither would this be remedied by 
employing à gteat number of ſuch perſons in the bufineſs, as 
the diverfty of their opinions would add to the confufion and 
embarraſsment. A man muſt ſerve an apprenticeſhip before 
he be qualified for any mechanical employment; and how 
ſhall” ode be qualified to govern hatiohs without any inſtruc- 
tion Tif the art? Is the ſcience of politics more ſimple, or more 
ekfily acquired than an ordinary handicraft ? Or is it eaſier 
to manage affairs of ſtate than to make a pair of ſhdes ? Every / 
man, ſurely, has a right to chooſe his own ſhoemaker; but 
will that man «& wiſely who ſhall empldy one for that purpoſe 
who never knew how to briſtle a thread | Yea, every man has 
4 right; if he pleaſes, "to make his own ſhoes ; but are the 
rights of than violated by bis wearing ſhoes of ded man's 
making In Hke manner, though, all'power belongs radically 
to che people, their fight is not violated by committing the 
abrnal' eterciſe” of their power” into the hands of a few: 
ani the ſooner the body of the people diveſt themſelves of 
that power; if it be ibtruſted into proper hands, the better. 

3. It does not follow from this maxim, that after a par- 
ticular forth of government has been ſet up, and continued 
for ages, with the confent of the body of the people. —the 
people have a right to aboliſh it, and ſet up another as 
oſten is they pleaſe. 2 It has been pleaded by the friends of 
liberty,” and no true friend of liberty will deny i it, that all 
government i is founded bn a-mutual compact between rulers 
and people: : and that ſuch a compact, either expreſs or im- 
plicit; ſubſfiſts wherever there is a lawful government, Now, 
it is plain to every rational underſtanding, that neither 
party has a right to break or diſſolve any contract, without 
the conſent of the other. Hence, it has been argued with 
juſtice, that when kings or other rulers violate that original 
compact, they forfeit their right to govern ; ; the people may 
diſplace, and even puniſh them. The body of this nation, 
acting upon this principle, once declared, chat their Kiog 
Had nn ctown, and the throne had become vacant, 
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And this declaration is a ſtanding law of our country. But, 
may it not be argued, with equal juſtice, that, if the people, 
or any part of them, violate the compact on their part, and 
refuſe to fulfill their ſtipulations to government then go- 
vernment has a right to conſider them as having forſeited its 
protection, and to puniſh them as rebels? Unleſs this doctrine 
is admitted, and reduced to practice, there can never be 


ſtrength or ſtability in any government. 


We ſhall be told, that © rulers were made for the 1 


=” and not the people for them ; that they are but ſervants of 


&« the public; and that every man has a right to diſmiſs his 
i ſervant when he pleaſes.” —True ; magiſtrates are ſervants 
of the ſtate, or, if you pleaſe, of the people; and were made 
rulers for the people's good, But, as the people are not 
laves to their rulers, ſo neither are rulers ſlaves to the people. 
They ſerve by contract; and ſyrely they may be allowed the 
rights of a common hired ſervant. If a ſervant breaks his 

tract, and refuſes to do his maſter's work according to 
paction, his maſter may doubtleſs turn him away: but, if he 
ſerves him faithfully and honeſtly, according to bargain, the 


| maſter who turns him away will find himſelf obliged, both in 


law and equity, to give him his wages and maintenance for 
the time ſtipulated, beſides damages for breach of contract. 
Our new philoſophers likewiſe tell us, that © it is ahſurd 
& for one generation to chooſe a form of government for 
another, or for any generation to make laws for poſterity ; 
© and therefore no ſucceeding generation is bound to adhere 
& to that government which their fathers ſet up; nor to ſubmit 
eto any rulers whom themſelves have not choſen,” But if 
this doctrine is once admitted, there is an end of all govern- 
inent, of all commerce, and of all ſociety, civil and religious. 


Does not every man bind his heirs, executors, and ſucceſſors, as 


well as himſelf, in every civil contract? And what confuſion 
would enſue, if heirs and executors ſhould refuſe to fulfil ſuck | 
engagements? Parents, at the baptiſm of their children, lay 
their children as well as themſelves under folema engage- 
ments to God, and to the.church ; and what muſt be the con- 
ſequence to religion, and to religious ſociety, if theſe en- 
gagements are not allowed to be binding? Have not public 
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bodies the ſame right to bind poſterity by their contracts as 
private perſons have? Indeed they have an additional right 
to do it ; becauſe public bodies never die, but continue the 
ſame, when all the individuals who compoſed them are 
changed. This i is acknowledged by all mankind to be the 
caſe with every paltry corporation ; and who can deny that 
it is ſo with nations too? If any of the Friends of the Pezplc 
were poſſeſſed of a note for a thouſand pounds emitted by the 
Bank of England a hundred years ago, and ſhould apply to 
| have i it paid would he be pleaſeg, if the directors, acting 
upon his own principles, ſhould tell him, that they never 
emitted that note; that their predeceſſors i in office had no 
power to bind them by engagements entered i into before they 
were born, and therefore he ſhould have nothing? Have not 
all nations, ſince the beginning of the world, conſidered their, 
treaties with other nations as binding upon poſterity, as well 
as upon that generation in which they were made? Yea, 
did not God himſelf puniſh the children of Iſrael for breaking 
a treaty. in the days of Saul, that had been entered into by 
Joſhua four hundred years before ? ? And why ſhould not thoſe 
contracts be of leſs force, that, are entered into by the different 
parts of a nation with one another! ? Is not George III. con- 
ſidered, even by the Friends of the People, as bound by Hagna 
Charta, though granted in the reign of King John? And 
why ſhould not the people of England be as ſtrictly bound by 


their engagements to the Crown, ſuppoſing them to be of. as 
old a date! 


- *It men could not chuſe a form of government, or make 
laws for poſterity, then not only the laws, but the very 
conſlitution of every nation, behoved to be changed every 
day. Every day almoſt a thouſand perſons die in Britaig; an 
equal number are born and ſome hundreds at leaſt come of 
age. He that comes of age to-day may fay :—* I never 
«* conſented to the form of government now ſubliting : 1 
« never bad any voice in the choice of the ruling powers, or 

ia the making of any laws, 1 will therefore be ſubject to 
« no laws, till I myſelf have part, in making of chem: nor 
« will I ſubmit to any government till I, in conjunction with 
„ my cotemporaries, have framed a conſtitution for our- 


| 
i 
| 
| 
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41 ſejves,” —He ; that omes of age to-morrow tt; 


the ſame manner, and inſiſt for a general convritiu ins 


which he mall have voce by himſelf or his repreſentative, 
before he will ſubmit & any government or any lau 'whatſo-: 
ever. Surely then we ſhall have con ventioris and nn 
tions in great abundance, 5 "12111011970 % 
Of all others, this argument comes with the wma grace 
from Seceders ; and I am truly ſorry ever to have heard it 
from any of their mouths. We confider ourſelves, and the 
whole nation, as bound by the ſolertin vows that dur anceſtors 
came under to God in the National Covenant, and inthe 
Solemn League. We conſider it as our duty to mourn for 
the breach of thoſe engagemetits,” and to teſlify againſt it, us 
one of the moſt einous of our national fins. © But if our an- 
ceſtors had no right to bind us by contracts or covenants with 
men, what right could they have to bind us by ſuch engage. 
ments. to God? Beſides, I would beg my brethren's attention 
to this;—that by theſe ſolemn covenants; we ure us HAI 
bound to fubtait to the laws af our country, to adhere te 
conſtitution, and even to: defend with. our lives and fortunes 


| the petſon and authority, of its chief magiſtrate, in the execu- 
tian of theſe laws, as we are to any other moral duty. The 


expreſs words of the Solemi League and Covenant, Art iii. 
arg theſe: —* We ſhall with ſincerity, reality, and conſtan- 
<<. f endeavour, with our eſtates and lives, ito preſerve the 

« rights ; and privileges of the Parliaments, and the liberties 
« of the kingdoms; and to preſerve; and defend the: King's 
% Majeſty's perſon and government, in the preſervation and 


defence of the true religion and liberties of the Kingdoms: 


„that the world may bear witneſs wih eur conſeiences, of 
% gur loyalty ; and that we have no thaughts nor intentiori to 
9 .diminiſh tis Majeſty's juſt power ahd-greatneſs. „f theſe 


- engageinents, come under by our anceſtors in the dayt of 


Charles I. are binding upon us, how can we be otheriviſe 
than bound to defend, with our eſtates and lives, the rights 
and privileges of the Britiſh Parliament, the. liberties of che 
united, kingdom, and the ' perſoh aud authority of dr So- 
verbign: George Alter A fir our Words and aQiohs cor“ 
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reſpond to this My * and our own conſcieness will 
one day determine. K 1 nagt unk * 
Neither Scriptute ee gur an exdtvlies fanction to 
any particular form of government. Owing to the differcucts 
of national character, of fituatiop, and purſuits, one kind of 
government may be proper among one people; and a different 
conſlitutiou may be hetter adapted to the circumſtances of 
another. Thus, a mixed government has been foutid moſt 
congenial to the people of Britain : perhaps a republican go- 
vernment is more adapted to the circumſtances of our brethren 
in America: and, from recent events, it may be ſuſpected 
that, bard as their ſituation was while the king's will was their 
law, monarchy.is the only government ſuited to the conſti- 
tutional. levity and ferocity of our.) neighbogrs in France. 
Thete have been inſtances of nations flouriſhing and happy 
under, different forms pf. Government, And every govern» 
ment is capable of degenerating into tyranny, oppreſſion or 
anarchy., in the hands of a corrupt adminiſtration. Heuce 
thers is a great deal of truth ia Mr Pope's maxim, - 
% That which is beſt admioiſter'd is beſt.” Dr 90 
There was once a nation whoſe form of government wa 
preſcribed by God himſelf. He not only moulded their po- 
litical eonſlitutĩon, but gave them a body of municipal laws, 
Which none had power to aboliſh or to alter: for Jenovan' 
their God was their King. That law expired with the civil 
ſtate af the Jews, and was never conſidered by Chiiſtians | 
as binding upon any other nation, or in any other place bot 
che land. of, Arael 1 But many of thoſe laws might with 
propriety. he, adopted in every nation. And it is eatefilly 
to. be-.gbſeryed, that there could be nothing in their con- 
ſtitution or gode of laws inconſiſtent with moral equity, or 
with: any af the juſt tights of man: becauſe the Great Judge 
of all the earth muſt/neceſſarily do right. —It may be plæsa- 
ed that many of theſe laws were typical, intended to point 
aut good things to come :- and this is readily granted. But 
neither with. this, bor with any gther defign, can it be ſup- 
poſed that He, who ia the original fountain of all reaſom ot 
all igbt, and of a juſlice, would e ver eſtahliſh ty ranny, 
oppreſſion, or iniquity, by a law. And therefore, nothing 


. 


can be inconſiſtent with the rights of the people, when aflopt 


( 26 ) 
that, by divine appointment, belonged to that lit 
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by any other nation. . 
But What is of the greateſt i importance to Chriftians f is, | that 
ch Scriptures every where enjoin obedience and ſubmiſſion to 
that government under which it is our lot to live, whatever 
it is; or in what manner ſoever it was ſet up. And accord.- . 
ingly, Chriſtians, in all ages and in all places, have conkider- 
ed it as their duty to ſubmit to the powers that be ; ; to pray 
for them; and to obey them in all things not contrary, to the 
word of God not only for peace, but al, Iſo or conſcience fate — 
My ſon, fear thou the Lord and the Ki ing, was a precept., de: 
livered by the Spirit of God. In it God ſtill ſpeaketh 10 
us as to children: nor is it the leſs to be regarded becauſe j Jt 
was delivered by the mouth of a king, Prov. XXIV. "21 . fn. 
2greeablenieſs to this did the people of God conduR, them; 
fel vet not only towards the princes of David's line, but 
likewiſe towurds all thoſe who ſwayed the ſcepter among the , 
ten "tribes. Though moſt of theſe kings were uſurpers, and 
came to the thronè by treaſons, conſpiracies, and maſſacres; 
and though they were all corrupt and tyrannical in their ad- 
miniſtration, in a greater or leſs degree et the prophets 
Eljob,” Elba, Hoſea, and all other worſhippers of the true 
God, who lived in their dominions, continued to honour 
them, to ſubmit to their authority, and to obey them, in all 
things law ful; —even while they teſlißed againſt their mal 
adminiſtration, and reproved them ſharply on that, account. 
And when the remnant of the people were carried. captive 
into Babylon, they ſubmitted to the governmend eſtabliſhed in 
tha country ; many of them accepted poſts under it, and 
under the Perſian monarchy, which ſucceeded it; and they 
allidemeaned themſelves as good and peaceabſe ſubjects,.— 
yielding” a ready obedience in all things lawful, even while 
they abſolutely refuſed to obey in what ys contrary to 
theit religion, or the law of their God, Inſtead of entering 
into conſpiracies or allociations for the ſubverſion of that 
government, they voluntarily diſcovered ſuch conſpiracies 
when they came to their knowledge, and prevented their 
execution. Is all this they only followed the direction chat 


* 
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Cod himſelf had given them, by the pen of Jeremiah the 
prophet:— Seek the peace of the city whither I have 
« cauſed you to be carried away captives: and pray unto 
the Lord for it: for in the peace thereof ye ſhall have 
% peace,” Jerem. xxix. 7. 
The ſame duty is plainly inculcated, and ſtrongly urged 
in every part of the New Teſtament. Tiberius, who poſſef- 
fed the imperial throne at Rome in the time of our Lord's 
public miniſtry, had no other right to it, but his being the 
adopted ſon of an uſurper, and being in poſſeſſion of it. 
He had no Tight to govern the Jewiſh people, except that of 
2 conqueror. But Tiberius was acknowledged as Emperor 
by the body of the Roman people : and the Jewiſh nation 
had ſubmitted to his yoke, enjoyed his protection, and had 
his image and ſoperſcription upon their current money. On 
theſe accounts, our Lord himſelf enjoined his hearers to 
pay him tribute, and continue to ſubmit to his anthority in 
things lawfal. This is the ſenſe that interpreters, almoſt 
without exception, put; indeed it is the only ſenſe that, 
agreeable to the common uſe of language, can be put on 
© theſe remarkable words of his, Render to Ceſar the things 
that are Gafar's, and to God the things that are God's, Matth, 
xxii. 21 The Apoſtle Paul, writing to the Chriſtians at 
Rome, exhorts them, in the moſt pointed manner, to a peace- 
able ſubjection to Nero's government. Let every ſoul 
6« be ſubject to the higher powers, for there is no power but 
« of God: the powers that be are ordained of God. Who- 
« ſoever therefore reſiſteth the power, refiſteth the ord}. 
„ nance of God: and they that refiſt ſhall receive to them- 
* ſelves damnation. For rulers are not a terror to good 
« works, but to the evil. Wilt thou then not be afraid 
„of the power, do that which is good, and thou ſhalt 
% have praiſe of the ſame. For he is the miniſter of God to 
„ thee for good. But it thou do that which is evil, be 
afraid; for he beareth not the ſword in vain ; for he is the 
** miniſter of God, a revenger to execute wrath upon him 


that doth evil. Wherefore ye muſt needs be ſubject, not 

only far wrath, but alſo for conſcience ſake.” Rom. xii. 

1—$ To his beloved Tiniothy he writes thus: © I will 
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that ſupplications, prayers, interceſſions, and giving ofthanks 
tc be made for all men; for kings, and for all that are in au- 
* thority ; that we may lead a quiet and peaceable life un+ 
der them, in all godlineſs and honeſty ; for this is good 
* and acceptable in the ſight of God our Saviour.“ 1 Tim, 
ii. I,—3. To Titus, he points it out as one part of chat 
duty which he as a miniſter of the goſpel owed both to his 
maſter and to his hearers, to“ put them in mind to be ſub- 
«« ject to principalities and powers, to obey ' magiſtrates, 
te to be ready to every good work,“ Titus, iii. 1. His 
hrother Peter ſpeaks in the ſame ſtrain. Writing ito the 
Jewiſh Chriſtians who were diſperſed through various pro- 
vinces of the leſſer Aſia, he thus ſpeaks, '** Submit, your- 
&« ſelves to every ordinance of man for the Lord's ſake ; whe- 


„ ther it be to the kipg as ſupreme, or unto governors, as 


© unto them that are ſent by him for the puniſhment! oi evil 
% doers, and for the praiſe of them that do well. For ſo is 


„ the will of God. Honour all men. Love. the brother- 


© hood. Fear God. Honour the king.” 1 Pet. ii. 13,1 7. 
"Theſe paſſages are ſo plain that they need no, commentary: 
they are purpoſely ſo expreſt, as to be equally applicable 
to all Chriſtians in every age, and in every place: And 
from them all it is plain, that whateyer form of civil govern- 
ment is actually ſet up among any people, and acknowled- 
ged by the body of the nation, all Chriſtians, belonging to 


that nation are bound by the authority of God, ta ſubmit | 
to that government, and to yield obedience to alk the lawful 


e>mmands of thoſe who are entruſted with the adminiſtration 


of it; living quiet and peaceable lives under them, in all 


EY and honeſty, 7 

Conformable to this has been the 3 of the faithful 
eee of Chriſt in all ages. The primitive Chriſtians 
ſhall ſerve for an example. They could not but ſee the very 


great defects of the Roman government, (now changed from 
its ancient republican form into a military deſpotiſm.) 


They knew the unworthy character of moſt of thoſe who, in 
that period, wore the imperial purple. They teſtified, in 
their ſeveral ſtations, againf all that conduct, whether of 


their rulers or of their fellow ſubjects, whereby God was 


2 


1 diſhonoured. They refuſed at the | heviirdiaf their 
lives, and of what was dearer than their lives, to obey their 
civil ſuperiors in things that were conttary to the divine law. 
And on that account they felt more of the tyranny and op- 
preſſion of the ruling powers, than all the other ſubjects of, 
the empire together; No doubt they wilhed, and often pray 
ed in ſecret, for a reform. But they never ſought it by any 
ſeditious methods. They never formed aſſociations among 
themſelves, nor in conjunction with men of any other deno- 
mination, for ſubverting or changing the government. They 
lad; no.conventions to which they ſent deputies from the dif- 
ferent provinces, to conſult about the moſt. proper means of 
bringing about a revolution. Their eccleſiaſtical ſynods, 
which they held in the face of perſecution, ne ver employed 
themſelves on ſuch an object. We never ſo much as hear of 
their taking any part in thoſe diſputes, tumults, or civil com- 
' motions, by which the empire was convulſed at the acceſſion 
of almoſt every new emperor. They patiently ſubmitted to 
perſecution and tyranny in imitation of Him, who, when he 
was reviled, reviled not again, and when he ſuffered, threatened 
not; committing themſelves, as He did, 4% him that judgeth 
righteouſly. The more cruel and unjuſt their civil ſuperiors 
were to them, the more dutiful were they, in their reſpective 
ſtations, to their ſuperiors. "Thus by patient continuance in 
well doing, they: put to filence the ignorance of foolith men. 
This is the line of conduct which the Chrittian religion 
points out to all its adherents; and this they have uoiformly 
followed ; unleſs where obliged to ſtand on their defence, 
againſt thoſe who hunted them down like wild beaſts, or 
where a long ſeries of intolerable oppreſſion had driven them 
to deſperation. It cannot be thought impertinent to ſay to 
Chriſtiaus in Britain, at the preſent time, Go thou and 45 
like wile, | | | py 17 


— — — — OY ws - 2 
- 


! ( 20 } 


ESSAY IL 
OF REVOLUTIONS. 
K 8 HE above reaſoning, ſome may think, tends to eſta- : 
bliſh the doctrine of paſſive obedience and non- reſiſ- 


tance; and cuts off all poſſibility, eſpecially in a Chriſtian 
country, of providing a remedy of any defects in an eſtabliſn- 


ed government, or of preventing the abuſe of power. 


By no means. That abſurd, irrational, and antiſcriptural 
principle, by which the flatterers and abettors of tyranny 
have, in former times, attempted to deftroy Britiſh iber - 
ty, and to wreathe about our necks a yoke of arbitrary 
power; that principle, I hope, ſhall never more find abettors. . 
in this nation, Thongh the ſcriptures require ſubjection 
to the powers that be, yet this muſt always be underſtood 
with the following limitations: 1 

1. Every ſubject, as well as every ruler, i is anſrergble ky n 
God for every part of his conduct. The law of God is of 


prior obligation to any laws of men; and his authority is 


ſuperior to that of an earthly LF” LES While the powers | 
of this world enjoin nothing inconſiſtent with the law of 
God, that law itſelf requires obedience to them; 3 and 
diſobedience to them is rebellion againſt God. But when - 
ever the laws of men require what the law of God forbids, 
or forbid what it requires, the meaneſt peaſant needs not be 
aſhamed to ſay to the greateſt prince, what the two Apoſites 8 
ſaid to the Jewiſh Sanhedrim; — Whether it B. right in be 
fight of God to hrarken' unto you, more than unto God, judge 
ye, Acts iv. 19. To ſay, as ſome have done, that what- 
ever is commanded by ſuperiors, the ſole duty of 'inferiors 
is to obey z and that when any thing is done in this way, 
contrary to the will of God, ſuperiors only are anſwerable 
for. it z—this is to degrade. men not only into ſlaves or beaſts 


| of burden, but even. into mere machines. If my ſupeniors 


2 


fin in commanding what is unlawful, I fin likewiſe in o- 
beyir's them. No ſuperior can either anſwer for me at the 
tril}uns! of God, or bear that puniſhment for me which the 
divin- law annexes to my tranſgreſſion: and it will afford 
me liitie comfort, in the day of reckoning, to find thoſe 
who are now my ſuperiors involved in the ſame condem- 
nation. Not only malt 1 obey God, at the expence of diſobe- 
dience ta human rulers ; but I maſt alſo judge for myſelf, whe- 
ther I may or may not obey them, without being guilty of 
diſobedience to Him, And my own Judgmett, not their's, 
muſt regulate my couduct. 
2. No man ought to be ſubject to the arbitrary power, or 
capricious will of another; but all rulers ought to go- 

vera by known and fixed laws. Laws ought not to be fix- 
ed; Rke thoſe of the Medes and Perſians, fo as never to be- 
changed: for as; in every government, bad laws may be e- 
nated; fo all ſuch laws ſhould be reverſed as ſoon as poſſible. 
Beſides; | what was, at firſt, a good and neceſſary law, may, 
through 2 change of circumſtances, become bad and per- 
niciqus. But they ſhould be ſo fixed as that the ſubject may 
know what is required of him: and that he who executes 
may not have it in his power to alter them. For it may 
be conſidered as an infallible maxim, that wherever the le- : 
giflative power and the executive are lodged AW in the 
ſame hand, thete i is an end of civil liberty. | 

3. When any goverament, of what form ſoever it has 
bee degenerates into habitual tyranny ; this may ariſe. 
from the corruption of the people as well as of the rulers. 
But the people can never be relieved from the duty of al- 
legiance, or fulSiog the oompact on their part, becauſe they 
grow turbulent and ungovernahle. When, inftead of pro- 
tecting the people, it babitually oppreſſes them, or fafſers 
them to be oppreſſed 3 and when all other means prove in- 
effectual ta procure redreſs 3 then, undoubtedly, the people 
haye a right to aboliſh it; and ſet up another in its place; 
or they have a right to make what alterations in it they 
ſhalb find expedient, The origine cempac being then bro- 
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ken on the part of government, the people are looſed fram 
; their allegiance. . And the principle of ſelf-preſervation, re- 
quires that.the people ſhould reſume into their own hands 
that power which originally belongs to them. Hence revo- 
lutions may not only be ſometimes proper, but abſolutely 
5 neceſſary for the preſervation of ſociet tr. 
But wwhen this interference of tne people becomes neceſ- 
ſary, or how long they ought to bear their grievances, with- 
out coming to this extremity, may not be ſo eaſy to deter- 
mine: indeed the beſt writers on the ſubje& have never 
_ attempted it. They uniformly acknowledge, that it might 
even be dangerous to attempt a deciſion of the queſtion. 
The following things, relative to it, deſerve conſideration.— 
i... | The relation between magiſtrates and ſubje&s bears a 
# near reſemblance to that between huſband and wife. Mar- 
i | riage and Magiſtracy are both inſtitutions of the law of na- 
. ture: both relations are eftabliſhed by contract, and re- 
* quire the mutual conſent of both parties: both impoſe-reci-. 
1 procal duties upon the telatives: and neither the one nor the 
other ſhould be lightly broken through. The ſcriptures, 
and the laws of moſt civilized nations, have determined, 
that no man onght to put away his wife, except for the 
cauſe of adultery. And ſurely no people ſhould think of 
ſubverting an eſtabliſhed government, or diſmiſſing thoſe in 
whoſe hands the adminifiration is entruſted; unleſs for 
ſomething by which the contract is as manifeſtly - violated, 
as the marriage contract, is by adultery : and ſomething. — 
which renders it as impoſſible that the ends of the relation 
ſhould be gained by its continuance, as adultery does in the 
other caſe. If one act, or a few acts of injuſtice or mal-ad- 
miniſtration, were to be conſidered as a ſufficient reaſon for 
ſubverting the government of a nation, the beſt formed con- 
- Nitytion. would never be out of danger; and the world 
| 8 would never be without revolutions; while rulers; as well 
. | as ſubjects, are in a ſtate of imperfection. 
iS 5 Neither ſhould a revolution be thought of, till all other 
habile means of obtaining redreſs have been employed with- 


— = 2 - 
4 — > an *. 
— — I — — — —— — 


— — 
8 1 
—_— 


Ap —ů ———— ͤ—[ää 


— 


4 — 
-——"— * 


92 — — 


Ta 3 


put fuccefs, While petitions, remonſtrances, and other 
peaceable and conſtitutional methods, have any probability 
of ſucceeding, or even while a partial reform can anſwer the 
purpoſe, no wiſe man will ever think of going further- 
Even a reform ſnould never be ſought in any other than a 
conſtitutional way; unleſs the evil complained of is of 
ſuch magnitude, as to'wartant riſking a national convulſion, 
with all its dangers, whether to the political conſlitution, 
or to the ſafety and comforts of individuals. No man will 
either pull down his houſe, with a view to build a new one, 
or endanger its fall by digging under its foundations, fo long 
as all its defects may be remedied by a few repairs. 

When things come- to ſuch a paſs as to make a revolution 
neceſſary, the matter will carry its own evidence, No man 
will need to be informed that ſuch is the caſe. Every man 
will ſee; every man will feel it. The whole nation will at 
once beſlir themſelves ; and every man whole mind is not 
enſlaved; or who does not profit by the ſyſtem of oppreſſion, 
will de ready to bear his part. They who are beſt informed 
will always be moſt forward; and they who have moſt to loſe, 
knowing that they ſtand the faireft mark for the rapacious 
hand of tyranny, will always be moſt zealous for the breaking 
of its arm, Hence it is manifeſt, that while the majority of 
a nation continue ſatisfied with their government, and while 
that majority conſiſts of thoſe who have the beſt opportugity 
to know the real ſtate of things, and of thoſe who have molt 
at ſtake ; all attempts of a minority ta ſubvert the govern- 
ment muſt be unwarrantable and ſeditious. 

Under every government there will always be a number 
of diſcontented perſons. Ambitious men, who thirſt for 
power, for places, or for penſions, will always rail againſt 
that adminiſtration in which they are not allowed to bear a 
part, and revile thoſe whom they envy. Impious men, who 
trample upon the authority of God, impugn his religion, and 
perhaps deny his being,—can never be expected peaceably to 
ſubmit to the authority of fellow-creatures. Men who bave 
ſpent, their own eſlates in extiavagance and diſſipation, and 
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"ſe no other way to furniſh themſelves with tlie means of 


continuing the ſame courſe. of life, may hope to retrieve 


their fortunes by raiſing or fomenting convulſions in the ſtate, 


He whoſe conſcience allowed him to ſquander what was bis 
.own, and perhaps much that was never his own, in the bro - 
tbel or at the gaming-table,—will feel little remorſe in at- 


tempting to reimburſe himſelf with the ſpoils of his country. 
Men addicted to thoſe crimes, which the laws of civilized 


nations muſt puniſh, will readily cry out againſt the laws as 
unjuſt, and againſt thoſe who execute them as tyranvical, 


The thief will complain, if he cannot ſteal with impunity : 


the highwayman may think it hard that he cannot follow 
his calling undifturbed: and the infamous dealer in un- 
cuſtomed goods may grumble becauſe ſmuggling is reckoned 
1 crime. It is not to be wondered at; if even honeſt men 


complain of thoſe burdens, which, from their peculiar cir- 


eumftances, fall heavy upon themſelves. The Weſt India 


merchant may complain of the duties on ſugar and rum? the 
+ diſtiier, the tallow:chandler, and others in ſimilar cirthm- 
| . may be diſſatisßed with the exciſe - laws; and fo 


When, among any bf theſe claſſes of men, there ariſes 


* ney of a turbulent ſpirit, yet capable of ſpeaking or 'writ- 


ing plaufibly, he may eaſily raiſe a fermentation in the minds 


of well-meaning labourers and mechanics, who, by their 
tuation in Ife, have little opportunity to read, to think, or 
to know much about matters of government. "This he will 


"find the more eaſy, if he catches. the time, when an acci. 


| dental ſcarcity of proviſions, or ſtagnation of trade, deprives 


_ them of employment or of bread, He may tell them that 
"al this i is owing to government; chat they will never be 
better while the preſent ſyſtem continues ; and that nothing 
but a revolution will keep them from ſtarving. Nor i is it any 


h vonder, if they, i in the fimplicity of their hearts, believe him ; ; 


and all cry out for a change. But, if we muſt have a revolu· 


tion whenever ſuch things as theſe happen, no nation on 
. Earth will be one year without them: and that government 
which is moſt friendly to liberty will always be ſooneſt 
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overturned; becauſe a' government really tyrannical would 
- *difpatch the man, withoot ceremony, and perhaps without 
noiſe; who ſhould attempt to inſlamè people's minds by  fach 
rritings or ſpeeches; ſo that few would ventute to give 
uch umbrage: and the means of citculating diſcontents, or 
forming combinations, would be very limited. * 
As no wiſe man will begin to build a houfe, till he felt fit 
[down and count the colt ;—ſo. no wiſe people will attempt to 
overturn, their government, till they have ſeriouſly weighed 
the conſequences, and have, at leaſt, a probability that the 
: cure will not be. worſe than the diſeaſe. No tyrant yill ſub- 
mit to his depoſition without reſiſtance, if reſiſtance i is in his 
power. If the people ſhould fail in their attempts to diſplace 
bim, they do but rivet their own chains, and embolden him 
to be more tyrannical. How many inſtances of this does 
- hiſtory fürniſh? And though they ſhquld/at laſt. be ſueceſ-ſul 
in the ſtruggle, how much blood and treaſure muſt be ex- 
pended, and what accumulated calamities muſt be. ſuffered, 
before the end can be gained ? The Dutch provinces were 
not emancipated, till after a war of forty years, in which 
millions of lives were loſt, and many millions of money. 
They often. ſuffe red mĩſeties, during the conteſt, that we can- 
not ſee human nature ſupporting without aſtoniſhment. All 
this, no doubt, redounded to their honour, when, at laſts their 
lion emerged free. But would they not have been acrant 
fools, if they had, expoſed themſelves to all this for no,cauſe, 
or on account of ſome triſling inconvenience ?. Surely, befaxe 
we briog ourſelves into ſuch a ſituation, we ſhquld ſeriouſly 
eonlidet, whether any evils we ſuffer are equal to thoſe.to 
which' we would expoſe. ourſelves ? Or whether that, which 
Ve ſeek after is of ſuch importance, as, on its account, to put 
0 hazard at once what we enjoy and what we may ſuffer ? 
Once, indeed, à revolution was effected in Britain, and 
ie nation ſoaree felt the ſhock. But the revolution of 1688 
Vas obtained by what” was juſtly termed “ the ſwing of the 
whole people, and even it was mot ſo cheaply purchaſed as 
ſome may apprehend: S0 that, if the matter is attentively 
.conlidered, that inftance will not encourage us raihly to ven- 
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ture upon anather ſuch attempt. From the time that the 
Stewart family aſcended the throne of England, a. ſcheme 
was laid to ſubject both kingdoms to a yoke of arbitrary 
power. During the life of James, partly by his king-craft, 
and partly by the inſignificance of his character, the nation 
was prevented from being much alarmed. When they were 
rouſed, in the days of his ſon, what a deluge of blood was 
ſpilt ; aud what convulſions did the three Kingdoms ſuffer, 
before the affair was ſettled ? At the reſtoration of the ſecond 
Charles, the nation, in a frenzy of loyalty, ariſing from their 
being weary of uſurpation and anarchy, gave away, in one 
day, all that they had gained by a ſucceſsful war of ten years. 
The conſequence was, that the ſame arbitrary ſyſtem was re- 
ſumed: and human nature recoils at the recital of the fines, 
impriſonments, forfeitures, baniſhments, tortures, executions, 
and murders, that diſgraced the reigns of the bloody brothers. 
Now, the revglution of 1688 was really purchaſed at the expence 
of all that the-nation ſuffered, in the ſtruggle - againſt the deſ- 
potiſm of that family, and under Cromwell's  uſurpation, 
during fifty years before. For what was effected by the re- 
volution, was the very thing that was aimed at by the Scottiſh 
nation, when they firſt took up arms againſt Charles I. and 
by the parliament of Nr r till . turned them 
e a rump © + 215 
After all, the fins muſt Sake be blinded | with in6delity, 
or utterly unacquainted with. the hiſtory of that time, who 
does-not ſee, that the ſucceſs of that attempt was more owing 
to u manifeſt interpoſal of the hand of God, than to all the 
1cdivity of men. Had not the tyrant heen ſo inſatusted, that 
he gave no oredit to all the information he received of the 
Prineeꝰs deſign, till he ſaw it put in execution, and chen, in 
-eppoſition©to What had been his known charaſter, deſerted 
his throne; his capital and his kingtiom, in ſuch a cowardly 
manger, ſoon after the landing of his ſon-in-law, the re vo- 
lution bad not been ſo eaſily brought about. Had he been 
permitted to conſult his friends, concert his menſures, collect 
his forces, and uſe ſuch means to repel the invaſion, as any 
man would have uſed, whom God had not appointed to de- 
ſtruction, the attempt of the Prince o Orange might 
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poſſibly have iſſued in the fame manner as that of the Duke 
of Monmouth und the Eark of Argyle had done ſome time 
before. Had he made ſuch reſiſtance in England as his 
friends made for him in Scotland, or himſelf afterwards made 
in Tretaud; who can tell what it might bave coſt the nation, 
before they had got rid of his deſpotie ſyſtemm :; 
Neither ought it to be forgotten, that it is always dungen 
ods for the common people to interfere in matters of this 
kind. I mean nothing diſhonoutable to the common people! 
I count it nd diſgrace that I am one of them, or that my 'fa? 
ther was ſo before me. But how can it be ſuppoſed, that 
men, who have ſpent their lives at the plough, at the loom, 
or at the needle; whoſe time hav been occupied in providing, 
by the labour of their hands, a ſubſiſtence for the mnſelves and 
their fantilies ; and who can fearcely find leifure to read their 
BiHles, and to think about the” weighty concerns of an ap- 
proaching eternity, - that ſuch men ſhove be'/qualified! to 
erect forms of goverument, or to manage the affairs uf & great 
nation?” As ſoon ſhould I expect to hear a man explain all 
the phenomena of nature, who never knew the firft principles 
of mathematics. When the multitude fre onee rouſed intt) 
fury, they kiow not where to ſtop! and, therefore, after 
overturning the exiſting conſtitution, they could ſcarcely fait 
to intfotluce ſuch violence, anarchy and confufion,” as would | 
prove far more intolerable than the worlt ſort of government. 
Our Inc&tftors were aware of this, in the period above re · 
ferred to: It was not by forming ſocieties or aſſociations 
among che common people, that our Revolution was brooght 
about. It was not by holding conventions, in which journey» 
men taylors, barbers, and ſtocking-makers, ſat as deputies 
choſen” by their brethren, called themſelves Friends of the 
People, and conſolted together for the good of the ' nations 
The wiſeſt men in the theee kingdoms,—the mea who, by 
their rank in life, had the beſt opportunities of acquiring po- 
lirical knowledge, and the greateſt degree of inffuence in the 
country, laid their plans among themſelves, and concerted 
meaſures: with the Prince of Orange, without the privity 
ol thoſe in the lower ranks of liſe. The common people, 
though they rejoiced at the event, were as much furpriſed 
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when they ſew it, as the king himſelf, And it deſet ven pe- 
culiar attention, that all this was the reſult of à con viction, 
that a government merely republican could not ſubſiſt in 
Britain, and that it was peculiarly dangerous to allow the 
common people to interfere in the management of public; 
affairs. To this purpoſe, I beg leave to tranfcribe a paſſage 
from a foreign writer of reputation on this ſubject. The 
« royal power being thus annihilated,” (by. the. death of 
Charles I.): “ the Engliſh made fruitleſs attempts to ſubſtitute 
0 a republican government in its ſtead. Suhjected at firſt to 
the power of the principal leaders in the long parliament, 
they ſaw-that power expire, only to paſs, without bounds, 
„ into the hands of a protector. They ſaw it afterwards 
. pareelled ant among the chiefs of different bodies of troops; 
<« and thus ſhifting without end from one kind of ſubjeQion 
<<. to another, they were at length convinced, that an attempt 
© to eſtabliſn liberty in a great nation, by making the people 
_ <;.-interfere in the common buſineſs of government, is of all 
«attempts the moſt chimerical; that the authority of all, 
„ with which men are amuſed, is in reality no more than 
&. the, authority of a few powerful individuals who divide 
„ the republic among themſelves; and they reſted, at laft, in 
* the boſom of the only conſtitution, . which is fit. for a great 
© ſtate, and a free people; I mean that in which a choſen 
% number dekberate, and a ſingle hand execute . - | 
All the above obſervations are mournfully confirmed and 
iluſtrated by the recent example of our neighbours in France. 
Their firſt national afſembly, inthe year 1789, was conveen- 
ed with ſome mesſure of agreeableneſs to their ancient 
conſtitution, which had been fuſpended ſor ages. Many of 
them were men of rank, of property, of leaming, and po- 
Itical knowledge.” Had they been left to the free exerciſe 
of their own judgments, chere is no — that _ would 
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® See De Lolme on the Engliſh Conſtitution, | p. 53. A book 
which I would earneſtly recommend to be peruſed by every per- 
ſon in Britain, before he put his hand to any 1 to change 
the government of his country. 
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bave given to their country a conſtitution, which might have 
proved the glory of France, and a pattern to other nations. 
But unfortunately there were among them a party of factious 
and deſigning men, who formed connections with the popu- 
lace of Verfailles and Paris. And ſoon, very ſoon, thoſe 
beginnings which had given pleaſure to every friend of li- 
| berty, and of mankind, gave place to the moſt gloomy and 
diſaſtrous appearances. At firſt the common people took 
no active part, otherwiſe than in chuſing their repreſentatives z 
but no ſooner did the events of the f 4th of July 1789, ſhew- 
chat popular favour might be the road to power, than the 
Sans Culottes began to think themſelves capable to manage 
the affairs of the nation, From that time the exclamations 
of the galleries ditated the ' reſolutions of the Aﬀembly, 
which was then deſerted by its moſt virtuous members. The 
King was carried a priſoner” to Paris, Where he remained'i in 
the power e of an organized mob. By this means a ebüͤftitu- 
tion was adopted, which, though profeſſedly deſigned to have 
been a limited monarchy, yet actually gave an opportunity 
to thoſe who courted the populace, and knew how to flatter 
their paſſions, to become the deſpots of the nation, The ſe- 
cond National Aſſembly was ftill more under popular in- 
fluence ; and the Convention moſt of all. From the time 
of their meeting, all matters were carried by the votes of the 
Jacobin Club, or by. the ſovereign mob of Paris. Then 
every thing went into confuſign, | | Revolutions 1 
upom the back of reyolutions. Five hundred tyrants ſtarted 
up inſtead of one. More blood has been ſhed by their re- 
publican deſpots, in the, ſbort ſpace of eighteen months, Gnce 
the. fatal 10th. of Auguſt 1792, than has been ſhed by all 
their kings together, (if we except the maflacre of St. Bar- 
- tholomew, which, was the work of a faction, more properly 
than of a king,) ſince the days of Charles the Great. And 
now liberty, property, morality, and religion, are all annihi- 
Jated at once: and France i is become as. enecralion, and a bi 
fag, ard a 1 among all nations. 5 4 ® 
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Perhaps it may be thought unneceffary to apply the above 
reaſoning to ourſelves in Britain; becauſe, for ſome months 
back, no one pretends to wiſh for a revolution; Reform being 
now the word in the mouth of all our mat-comentwy/'\ Buty 
however they may nom ſpeak, every man who had his ears 


| open a year ago ktiows that nothing) leſs was then talked of; 


than fuch a total revolution as would bring us into the ſame 
fituation with our neighbours beyond the channel. Our 
King was to be diſmiſt, as a piece of aſeleſs and expenſive 
lumber: our parliament was to be turned into & convention, 


and our Friends of the People were to be what the Jacobins 


are in France. Though they find themſelves obliged to 
change their dialect, becauſe Government begin to puniſh 
ſome ring-leaders of ſedition; their views are by no means 
changed. They now ſeck a reform, only becauſe they 1 think 
it will be one ſtep towards a revolution. 
But will any of the moſt diſaffected among us 9 0 that 


we have any ſuch occaſion for à revolution as they had in 


France fix years ago, or as our fathers had in Britain a hundred 
years before? We have no Lettres de cachet, by which a man 
may be ſeized when gaing about his lawful buſineſs, or even in 
his own houſe, carried he knows not where; and kept du- 
ring the pleaſure of a whore or a paraſite, without ever 
knowing whom he had offended; or how. We have no Baf- 
tiles, in which an innocent perſon may be forced to ſpend 
his whole life in a dungeon, without trial, without appeal, 
and even without allowance to prefer a petition for juſtice, 


No man's will is our law. Neither the king himſelf, nor 


any of his miniſters, dare touch a hair bf our head, nor a far- 
thing of our property, unleſs in execution of the law. Our 
parliament cannot be forced to regiſter oppreſſive edicts if. 
ſued, or oppreſſive taxes impoſed, by arbitrary power; nor 
dare any tyrant, baniſh, impriſon, or otherwiſe violate our 
parliament 'or its members, if they ſhould refuſe to do fo. 
All this was but a ſmall part of what the French people 
were liable to, before the year 1788, Neither will any man 
ſay, that our king or his miniſters have ever attempted to 


make, aboliſh, or ſuſpend laws, by the mere force of prero- 
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gative,—to levy taxes without the' . of parliament, 
to keep up ſtanding armies, in time of peace, without their 
concurrence, to ſubject to fines, impriſonment, or military 
execution, without trial by reſpectable juries, —to authorize 
his military officers to put innocent men to death, without 
ever bringing them before a civil magiſtrate.to pack or cor- 
rupt juries, to inſtruct judges how they ſhould proceed, or 
what ſentence they ſhould paſs, in cauſes that might come be- 
fore them,—to rob corporations of their charters, or to diſplace 
their magiſtrates, who had been regularly choſen, and ap- 
point others in their room, by mere court authority. Vet 
theſe are but a few of thoſe tyrannical - meafures by which 
the laſt James forfeited his right to the crown,—Unleſs 
we have grievances to complain of, of equal magnitude with + 
theſe, we can have no AER Car een, 
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ESSA UI. 
or THE BRITISH CONSTITUTION: 


/ 
"mY HAT we may know what occaſion we have for 8 
| change, it will be neceſſary to conſider what is the 
| footing upon which we ſtand, — That Britain had a conſtitu- 
"oh tion, and one of the beſt that any nation was ever'bleſt with, 
; | has not only been the boaſt of Britiſh ſubjects, but the una - 
0 nimous verdict of all foreigners of reputation, till very lately. 
wi A principal reaſon why our fathers turned off King James 
il was, that he had violated the conſtitution of the kingdom. 
* From that time, till within two years paſt, every man who 
0 | thought it his intereſt to rail againſt Government, had it ſtill 
as the burden of his ditty, that the meafures of adminiſtration 
' were inconfiſtent with the conſtitution. To arraign the con- 
ſtitution itſelf, the moſt turbulent durſt not venture: much 
Jeſs had any man ſufficient confidence to tell us that we had 
no conſtitution at all. This honour was reſerved for Thomas 
Paine : and to the aſtoniſhment of mankind, be was believed, 
and his aſſertion retailed, by the very men whoſe cry had 
been the Conflitution ! the Conflitution ! for many years before. 
And all the proof adduced for this new doctrine is, that our 
conſtitution is not written down in a pamphlet, and fold for a 
ſhilling, like that of France, or theirs in America! But, in 
ſpite of Mr Paine, and all his new colleagues, the world 
knows that Britain bas a conſtitution, which we fondly hope 
theic hundred thouſand invaders, though joined by all their 
friends and well-wiſhers among ourſelves, ſhall not be able to 
ſhake. It conſiſts of a ſyſtem of laws, by which the people 
of Great Britain have agreed to be governed. It compre- 
hends the commoa law, which, though it was never written, 
is as well known and much better eſtabliſhed, than any prin- 
ted conſtitution either in France ar America, It is explain- 
ed and extended in various acts of Parliaments It is ſum- 
med up in Magna Charta, and in the Bill of Rights. It 3s 
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impreſſed on the mind and heart of every loyal ſubject in 
Britain 3 never to be el by y any efforts either of tyranny 

or ſedition. tt | 

Any full delineation of a. Britiſh conſtitution cannot be 
expected in a publication of this nature. Nor does the wri- 
ter of theſe Eſſays pretend to be qualified for it. All that 
is here intended, is only to mention a few obvious advan- 
| tagey, that it pollefſes, and which would be in danger of 

| being loſt, if any change ſhould take place in it. 
Every man knows, that in Britain, the legiſlative aut ho- 
-rity, or the power of making laws, is lodged in the three 
Eſtates, Kixa, Longs,. and Commons. But all the three 
have not the ſame powers in this reſpect. The Kipg can 
. propoſe; no laws, nor bring any bill into either houſe of 
. patliatnent, except for the reverſals of attainder. Nay, if 
any perſon, while à bill was under conſideration, ſhould but 
inſinuate how the king would -wiſh the debate to iſſue, it 
would be conſidered as a breach of privilege ; and. the bill 
would be rejected. The king's judgment is never aſked, 
chor can it be given, concerning any law, till it hath paſt both 
Houſes, And thus, all his concern in the legiſlation is re- 
duced to a mere negative, Another difference is, that all 
money bills muſt not only originate in the Houſe of Com- 
mos, but muſt receive all their form in that Houſe. Even 
the ſmalleſt alteration made in them by the Lords, would 
cauſe the whole to be ſet afide, though it went only to 
refify a grammatical miſtake. Thus, in regard to all taxes, 
or burdens that can be laid upon the people, the power of 
| the Lords is alſo reduced to a negative, The people of 
Britain tau only be taxed by their own repreſentatives, + No 
| law can 'paſs, or become binding upon the ſubjeR, till it has 
a majority for it, firſt in one Houſe, and then in the other ; 2 

and, laſt of all, it muſt receive the royal aſſent. 
To balance the power of the Houſe of Commons, in re- 
ſpect to money. bills, the Houſe of Lords is the ſupreme 
court of judicature i in the nation. They receive appeal, in 
civil cauſes, from all inferior courts, and give a final deci- 
fon. Al Peers accuſed of any crime, »muſt. be tried by 
5 E 
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them; and likewiſe all Commoners who are me ed 


the other Houſe. 1 


The executive power is lodged-folely in in 3 king. From 
the moment that a law is enacted, neither Houſe of-Patlia- 
ment has any thing to do with it. Every member of both 
Houſes is as much ſubje& to it, as any other perſon in the 
kingdom ; and it will be executed with the ſame impartiality 


upon them as upon any other perſon, Yea, the King him- 


ſelf is not above the law, though it belongs to him to put it 
in execution. It is indeed a maxim in our law, that the 
King can do no wrong ; that is, if any thing contrary to law 
is done by the King, or by any in his name, the King in 
perſon cannot be called to account, or puniſhed for it. But 
the miniſter to whoſe department it belongs, is accountable 
for it, and 1s liable to puniſhment becauſe he did not prevent 
it. Thus Britain has one happineſs, beyond almoſt any 
other nation in the world, that no law can be binding upon 
any ſubject, that is not equally binding upon every (perſon 
concerned in the. making of it. And, therefore, our legiſ- 
lators would hurt themſelves, as much as any other * 
by enacting laws that were really bad. 

It has been juſtly obſerved, that under this mixed conſti- 
tution, we enjoy all the advantages of all the three ſorts of 
government, Monarchy, Ariftocracy, and Democracy, without 
being ſubject to the inconveniences of any of them. The 


nation is not ſubjected to the will of one man, who is 
- himſelf ſubje& to no rule but his own caprice, either in ma- 


king laws or in the execution of them, or in his private con- 


duct towards individuals: and yet our government has all the 


firength and energy of monarchy. It has likewiſe all the wil- 
dom of ariſtocracy, without ſubjecting the body of the people 
to a junto of men, who, conſidering themſelves as of a ſupe- 
rior ſpecies, and having an intereſt © polite to that of the 
Commons, might always be expected to conſult their own 
advantage at the expence of the people. In the mean. time, 


the Commons have ſufficient influence in the government, to 


prevent their ever being oppreſſed by the other two eſtates, 


or by tither of them; while we are ſecured againit thofe tu- 
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mults and convulſions, and likewiſe againſt that dilatoxineſs, 
and that unſteadineſs of councils, that muſt always n A 
mere republican, or democratic government. 

Thus each of the three branches of the legiſlature- 4 
an effectual check upon the other two. If any bill ſhould paſs 
in the Upper Houſe, prejudicial ta the intereſt of the people, 
it, may be rejected in the Lower Houſe. - If by reaſon of a 
temporary enthuſiaſm, or-otherwiſe, any thing ſhould pals in 
the Houſe of Commons prejudicial to the rights of the 
crown, of the peers, or of the nation at large, —the Houſe 
of Lords would probably throw it out. And if any thing 
ſhould paſs both houſes, tending to abridge the royal prero- 
gative, or to lay ſuch a reſtraint upon adminiſtration, as 
would-prevent the regular execution of the laws, or lay the 
nation open to the inſults of a foreign enemy, —ſtill it may 
be prevented from paſſing into a law, by the King's with- 
holding his aſſent: for though this branch of the royal pre- 
rogative has never been exerciſed ſince the acceſſion of the 
preſent family, no perſon doubts its exiſtence. 

The Houſe of Lords has, by ſome who affected popularity, 
been conſidered as a grievance, But, inſtead of being ſo, it 
is both the ornament and the bulwark of the conſtitution. 
On the one hand, it has always been by the interpoſition of 
the peers, or great barons, that the power of the crown has 
been reſtrained, when a prince of an arbitrary diſpoſition was 
in danger of enſlaving the people; as in the days of King 
John, of ' Henry III. and others. On the other hand, as 
often as the Commons have attempted to encroach upon the 
royal prerogative, and ſubje& the crown to their will, the 
Lords have. interpoſed to prevent it. One remarkable in- 
ſtance of this took place in the beginning of the preſent cen- 
tury : When the Commons, by the expedient of tacking any 
favourite meaſure, which they found diſagreeable to the 
crown, to 'a'money-bill, thought to oblige the King to paſs 
what laws they pleaſed, the Peers effectually defeated that 
dangerous ſcheme, by making it a flanding rule of their 
Houſe, never to paſs any bill of another nature, that is tacked 
to a money-bill. When the long parliament aboliſhed the 
TTouſe of Peers, the natural conſequence was, firſt the total 
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abolition of royalty, and then the deftruion of the power ef 


the Commons, and the rights of the people, —and the ſub- 
jection of the whole nation to the deſpotiſm of an uſurpe 
If ever another attempt ſhould be made to exclude that houſe 
from its ſhare in the legiſlative San ſimilar e 


muſt needs follow. 


That the Lords and the Commons fit and vote in two * 
parate houſes, is another peculiar advantage of the Britiſh | 
conſtitution. Were they to fit in the ſame aſſembly, and to 
carry all things by a majority of votes, either the one claſs or 
the other would neceſſarily predominate. If the Lords could, 
maintain ſuch an influence, as to bring over to their party as; 
many of the Commons, as, along with themſelves, might con- 


| Niitute a majority of the whole, then the rights of the people 


would be trampled upon, and themſelves reduced to ſlavery, 
On the other hand, if the Commons, by virtue of their num- 
bers, ſhould carry all their own way, then the privileges of 
the nobility would be loſt. They would no longer hold the 


balance between the crown and the people : and, through "Me 


continual ſtruggle between liberty and prerogative, the one 
or the other muſt gradually fink ; ſo that our government 
muſt ſoon degenerate either into deſpotiſm or anarchy. Some 
of the beſt politicians conſider the uniting of the nobility , 
with the third eſtate, into one aſſembly, as the firſt ſep to- 
wards the ſtate of confuſion, in which our neighbours i in 
France are now involved. And fimilar conſequences muſt 
enſue, if ever ſuch an union ſhould be attempted among us. | 
The ſafety of Britiſh liberty depends upon each of the two * 
houſes retaining their negative over the other ; ; and the 
crown's having a negative over both. en 
For although it would be ruinous to liberty, if the execu- 
tive power were preciſely i in the ſame hands with the legiſla- 
tive; yet it is a very great advantage, that the king, to 
whom the execution of the laws is entrufled, ſhould be one 
branch of the legiſlature, and have a negative upon the whole. 
If this were not the caſe, he might | be obliged to act againſt 
his judgment and conſcience in „ecuting laws which he 
could not approve : : Hence, not ny would be be a ſlave 


— 
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upon the throne, but aggaſian would likewiſe be giren (o 
fſuch remiſſneſs and partiality in the execution of the laws, 


as, in proceſs, of time, muſt enfeeble the conſlitution. On 
the other hand, if the executive power were in the hands of 
the whale. legiſlative body, there would-be none to call them, 
to account for mal-adminiſtration : They might not only 
make what laws they pleaſed; they might likewiſe execute 
the laws, or ſuffer them to lie dormant, juſt as it wauld ſuit * 
their own intereſt ot ambition. With us, as ſoon as a law is 
paſt, they who compoſe the two Houſes of Parliament have 
no more to do with it than any other ſubject. The execution 
of it paſſes into other hands. And. they who are to execute 
it, muſt be anſwerable to them who made it, if its execution 
be neglected or perverted ; while they who made it are as 
much ſubject to its operation as any other perſons in the king- 
This ſuggeſts another peculiar advantage of our conſtitu 
tion 2 that as all ranks of perſons enjoy the rights of free men, 
our legiſlators can never have any intereſt in oppreſſing theit 
inferiors, but every law that is detrimental to them muſt 
prove hurtful alſo to themſelves. Moſt members of both 
Houſes of Parliament are men of landed property, It can' 
never be their intereſt to oppreſs their tenants and depen- 
dants; becauſe they would thereby diſable them from paying 
their rents, and ſo diminiſh the value of their own eſtates. 
Thus the people employed in agriculture are ſafe from any 
ſear of oppreſſive laws, unleſs the majority of both Houſes of 
Parliament ſhould become fo infatuated as to ruin themſelves, - 
with a view to ruin their country. They who are employed 
in manufactures, and in trade, have an equal ſecurity, though, 
it may not be ſo readily perceived at firſt view. It is plain 
that the increaſing number of trading and manufacturing 
people muſt iacreaſle the conſumpt of proviſions > this increaſes 
the demand for the fruits of the earth, and, of courſe, advan. 
ces the price ; and this again advances the value of land. 
Accordingly, the rent of land is advanced, i in moſt parts of 
Scotland, one half, or more, fince our trade and manufaRtures 
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began to flouriſh, And notwithſtanding this, land that fold 
at twenty years purchaſe, not many years ago, now ſells at 
thirty, forty, and even fifty years purchaſe of the preſent rent. 
This may be partly owing to the improvements in agricul- 
ture; but that it is likewiſe owing, in a great meaſure, to 
trade and manufactures, js plain from this circumſtance, that 


this riſe in the value of land is moſt remarkable in thoſe 


places where theſe are moſt attended to. Beſides, it is 
plain, that, by means of theſe, the luxuries of life can be en- 
Joyed by all ranks of perſons at a much eaſier rate than they 
otherwiſe would be. We can ſurely wear ſilks and cottons, 
manufactured at Mancheſter, Glaſgow, and Paiſley, much 
cheaper than when they were all imported from Spain or the 


| Eaſt-Indies. Now, can any man ſuppoſe, that our legiſlators 


will be ſo blind to their own intereſt, as to deprive themſelves 
of all theſe advantages, by willingly cruſhio g trade, or cramp- 
ing manufactures? It is true, that many of them are but little 
gcquainted with theſe matters; hence trade has ſometimes 


been hurt by thoſe laws which were intended to promote it. 


But we are every day in leſs danger from this quarter. A 
3 number of perſons have ſeats in Parliament who are Fe 

eeply engaged, both in manufaQtufes and in trade, as any 
others i in the nation. And this will be more and more the 


caſe, as trade and manufactures are extended. Much atten» 


tion will be paid to their judgment, in framing laws relative 
to theſe matters; and whenever any law of that kind is 
found, by experience, to be hurtful, there can be no reaſon 
to doubt but it will be repealed. tp 

In other countries, where there is a hereditary monarchy, 
and a hereditary nobility, —the nobility have an intereſt in 
raking part with the crown to oppreſs the people. But with 
us, it is the intereſt of the peerage to protect the people from 
oppreſſion: and, 2ccordingly, 1 whenever the liberties of the 
people have been in real danger, the nobility have ever been 
as active for the preſervation of them as the peqple them- 


ſelves could be.— This is owing to the very great diſfesenee 


between the ſlate of the Britiſh peerage and that of the nobi- 


lity in other countries. In France, for inſtance, their nobi- 
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ty amounted to fiſty thouſand. They enjoyed exemption 
from all taxes and public burdens, except a very inconſider- 
abl? ſhare of the land- tax. They held the common people 
in all the bondage of feudal vaſſalage, and diſdained to in- 
termix with them by marriage, or by engaging in any kind 
of trade. They treated the common people as if they had 
belonged to an inferior ſpecies of beings. All the deſcen- 
dants of the nobility were nobles: they formed a nation 
within a nation: and their intereſts were directly oppoſite to 
thoſe of the reſt of mankind. —The ſame is the caſe in Spain, 
with this difference, that their Hida/gos are ſtill more nume- 
rous, and their contempt of the people more ſupercilious. In 
moſt other nations of Europe it is little otherwiſe. But, with 
us, all the nobility, including the Scottiſh peers, do, not 
amount to fix hundred. They are ſubje& to all taxes, and 
contribute to the expences of the ſtate as the commons do. 
As individuals, they have no juriſdiftion over the meaneſt of 
the people. They not only intermarry with the commons, 
but their children fink into commoners, and mingle with the 
crowd. Many of them betake themſelves to trade, to agri- 
culture, and even to manufactures. The eldeſt ſon only 
enjoys the peerage ; and even he is a commoner during his 
father's life. Thus, as they derive their . honour from the 
king; and, to preſerve their own luſtre, muſt ſupport that of 
the Crown ;—ſo their intereſt is the ſame with that of the 
people; and, for the ſake. of their own families, they mult. 
watch over the people's rights, becauſe any encroachment 
upon them would affe& their own children as much as thole 
in the loweſt ranks of life, 

But, if ever the nobility ſhould find, or think it their in- 
tereſt, to oppreſs the people, they cannot have it in their 
power, while our conſtitution remains, One branch of the 
legiſlature is always choſen by the people: and it muſt be 
the fault of their electors if the members of the Houſe of 
Commons are not men of abilities and of integrity; for ſure- 
ly a competent number of ſuch men may ſtill be found in 
Britain err as the times are. Tf any law, pj 
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to the people, ſhould. paſyin the Houſe of Peers, aaa 
it were ſupported by the whole influence of tle Crowb,— 
the Commons have power to reject it. Every attentive per- 
ſon muſt have obſerved, that, fince the Revolution, the Houſe 
of Commons is the moſt powerful branch of our legiſlature ; 
and long may they continue to be ſo ! for, white that is the 


caſe, the people of Great Britain can never be oppreſſed; 
unleſs they are betrayed by their own choſen repreſentatives. 


Paſſing many other advantages of a political nature, which 


I do not conſider niyſelf as qualified to diſcuſs; one thing 
that ſhould recommend our conſtitution, in a peculiar manner, 
to diſſenters of every denvminiation, is, that its genius is more 


tolerant, and more favourable to religious liberty; than that 
of moſt other nations. I know that ſome penal laws, on ac- 
count of religion; are ill i in force ; and others are only ſuf- 


| pended. Were adminiſttation rigorous in the execution of 
exiſting laws, we might be ſtill expoſed to conſiderable hard- 
ſhips. But we all know and feel that we enjoy à degree of 
religious liberty, which our fathers would have purchaſed at- 


a great expence, and to which our brethren i in "other countries 
are abſolute ſtrangers. We are allowed to workbip God ac- 
cording to the dictates of conſcienc®: and no man is cath. 
ed for maintaining, nor even for propagating. bis religious 
opinions; if they are not deſtructive of the public peace. We 
are ſubjected to no additional taxes, nor to any poſitive in- 

convenience, beyond our brethrem who adhere. to the reli 
gious eſtabliſhment. We enjoy the ſame protection, i in our 


perſons, our property and our civil liberty, as they dg. ven 
in our religious aſſemblies no man is ſuffered to diſturb or offer 


us any violence. We labour, indeed, under ſome legal in- 
capacities, which, to a few ambitious perſons among us, may 
ſeem hard: hut how trifling dre theſe in compariſon of the 


privileges we enjoy ! And even from theſe” we might have 
. - hoped ſoon to be relieved; had not ſome among us, by 
taking part in the meaſures of ſedition, given occiſfion for 
government to couſider us all as turbulent and factions 


men. I hope * may ſlill be undeceived; and, if diffenters 
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will but ſhew themſelyes goad ſubjects, the tolerant genius of 

dur conſtitution will gradually operate towards placing us 

upon an equal footing with our fellow - ſubjects in all political 

reſpeQs ®.—lt alſo deſeryes the particular conſideration of the 
F » 


Alt. 
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* It may be thought ſtrange that this tolerant genius of the con- 
Nitution ſhould be mentioned as an advantage by a Seceder ; ſee- 
ing, in our teſtimony, we mention it as a particular grievance, that, 
in the year 1112, an almoſt boundleſs toleration was granted; &c.! 
But any perſon who will give himſelf the trouble to read that 
article of our teſtimony will ſee, that our reaſons for finding fault 
with that toleration were,—its tendency © to weaken the govern- 
40 ment and diſcipline of the church; and its being intended to 
« ſtrengthen and ſupport a party who had openly eſpouſed the in- 
ic tereſt of a Popiſh Pretender,—and whoſe meetings were ſeminaries 
« of diſaffeQion to our ſovereign King George, and the Proteſtant 
& ſucceſſion.” On the ſame grounds it was reprobated by the Com- 
miſſion. of the General Aſſembly, 4s appears by their addreſs to the 
Queen that year, Beſides, that toleration might juſtly be found fault 
with, as containing a bare ſuſpenſion of the penal laws in certain 
caſes; and as. proceeding upon the ſuppoſition that the civil powers 
have a right to puniſh men for their religious principles, They 
who, either formerly or more lately; have attempted to render Se- 
ceders obnoxious to government, as art intolerant ſect, ſworn to ex- 
tirpate with fire and ſword all who differ from them in their reli- 
gious principles. - muſt have little acquaintance either with Sece- 
ders or their principles. They have the honour to be the firſt ſo- 
ciety. who have ſet the doctrine of tokeration upon its proper foun- 
dation, in the eſſential difference between the kingdom of Chriſt 
and the kingdams of this world. Our opinion is, that all members 
of the church of Chriſt ſhould exert themſelves, in their reſpective 
Rations, to extirpate all falſe doctrines, and all finful practices, by 
a proper uſe of the feword of the Spirit, which is the avord of God. 
But, that heretics; or the profeſſors of a falſe religion, while peace- 
able members of civil ſociety, are to be extirpated by penal 1:ws; 
and by civil pains and piiniſhments, is a doctrine that we abhor. 
The office of eivil magiſtrates being founded in the law of nature, 
they can have no right to, interpoſe their authority in matters of 
pure revelation, or to puniſh any perſon for having views different 
from their own in ſuch matters, 
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friends of divine revelation, that our conſtitution beats 2 
nearer reſemblance than any other on earth to, that of the 
Jewiſh nation, which was framed by God himſelf, They 
had their kings, as we have ; and their monarchy, like ours, 
was hereditary, in David's family. Their government, like. 
wiſe, had its ariſtocratic branch, in the ſanhedrim, or great 
council of ſeventy- two. And that there was ſomething de- 
mocratic in their conſtitution is plain, from thoſe aſſemblies 
of the people that were held about the affair of the Levite's 
concubine,—about the bringing up of the Ark to Jeruſalem, 
about Rehoboam's ſucceſſion, and on other ſimilar occaſions. 
Thus it is manifeſt that the Jewiſh conſtitution was a mixed 
monarchy, as ours is. Their kings, though they had no le- 
giſlati ve authority, — their laws being given by God himſelf, 
yet had more power than our kings have, as might be made 
to appear in various inſtances, And their popular aſſemblies 
only met occaſionally ; whereas our Parliament muſt meet 
every year, or elſe the whole buſineſs of government muſt 
ſtand till, Tu theſe, and ſome other reſpects, our government 
is even more fayourable to the peopJe than theirs was : and 
yet it would amount to blaſphemy to ſay, that- their form of 
government, planned by Divine Wiſdom and Goodneſs, was 
ſubverſive of true liberty, or of any of the common or un- 
alienable rights of men. 

Whatever other men think or ſay about the Britiſh. con- 

- ſtitution, Seceders, I truſt, will reflect, that ãt has undergone 
no change to the worſe, ſince their principles concerning it 
were clearly ſtated, and laid beforg.the world, in the Decla- 
ration and Defence, ſubjoined to the Aſſociate Preſbytery's an- 
| ſwers to Mr Nairn. We have always borne teſtimony againſt 
ſome things in the united conſtitution of the two Kingdoms : 
particularly againſt its incorporating the church with the ſtate; 
making the kingdom of Chriſt an appendage of the kingdoms 
of this world; againſt the abſurdity of eſtabliſhing one mode 
of religion in England, and another in Scotland; and againſt 
| allowing a temporal lordſhip, and & place in the legiſlature, to 
the Engliſh biſhops, as office - bearers of the church, contrary 
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to the expreſs command of Chriſt, Luke xxii, 25. Againſt 
theſe, and other evils of a ſimilar nature, both in the con- 
ſtitution and adminiſtration, relative to the church and reli- 
gion, our teſtimony has never given offence to government. 
This ſtrengthens our obligation to adhere, with equal firm- 
neſs, to our declared principles, relative to the civil part of 
our conſtitution, as contained in the pamphlet above referred 
to, where * the preſbytry affirms, that we ought to ac- 
* knowledge the preſent civil authority over theſe nations, 
© and ſubjeQion thereunto, in lawful commands.” This is 
the principle, in defence of which the whole book is compoſ- 
ed. In an act of preſbytry ſubjoined to it, they thus expreſs 
themſelves: *© The presbytry do hereby condemn the 
* dangerous extreme of impugning the preſent civil authorĩ- 
6 ty over theſe nations, and ſubjection thereunto in lawful 
« commands, as contrary to the plain tenor of ſcripture, and 
* to the known principles of the church in her confeſſion 
* and covenants, and of all other reformed churches ;"* as 
well as „the dangerous extreme of eſpouſing principles in 
{© favours of propagating religion by offenſive arms; contrary 
eto that diſpoſition which ought to be in all the followers 
* of Chriſt, who came not to deſtroy men's lives, but to ſave 
* them.” Perhaps it may be pleaded, that as this act of 
preſbytry was never a term of Chriſtian communion among 
us, private perſons in our communion are not bound to 
adhere to it. But ſurely their acceding to our commu- 
nion implies ſuch an acquieſcence in all our known prin- 
ciples, as not to diſturb the peace of the church by a public 
oppoſition to them. And, if this argument have any weight, 
with regard to private Chriſtians, it cannot apply to office- 
bearers ; for every miniſter among us, and every elder, 
publicly and ſolemnly declares, that he is © ſatisfied with, 
and purpoſes to adhere unto and maintain the principles 
© about the preſent civil government, which are declared 
« and maintained in” the above-mentioned pamphlet, See 
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The affociate ſynod is fiill more explicit'in their approba. 


tion of the political conſtitution of Great Britain, in an 'a& 
paſſed by them, on occaſion of the acceſſion of his preſent 
Majeſty, on the 16th of April 1761, in which they expreſs 
themſelves thus: The ſynod do hereby agreein declaring, 
4 that they can yield ts none of their fellow- ſubjects in priz- 
* ing the civil government under which they live, as the beſt 
ce modelled government chroüghout the Known world; in 
«' reſpect to the memory of our late ſovereign King George 
II. as one of the beſt of kings, of the mildeſt adminiſtra- 
« tion, who ruled over us as the common father of his 
« people ; ; in thankfulneſs for the peaceable acceſſion of our 
« preſent ſovereign King George III. to the throne of theſe 
< kingdoms z in firm reſolution to ſupport and live dutifully 
under his government, in our ſeveral tations arid capa» 
“ cities, according to the word of God, and our received 
te and known principles founded thereon, to which we are 
et bound by ſolemn covenant ; in an inviolable attachment to 
& the proteſtant ſucceſſion, i in the muſtrious family of Hano- 
e ver; and in a full purpoſe gil to maintain theſe principles 
among the people under their inſpeQon.” 
| Upon theſe principles Seceders have hitherto conducted 
themſelves. It is well known, that when an attack was 
made upon the conſtitution, by the Pretender and his adhe- 
rents, in 1745, Seceders, minifters, and people, to a map, 
were ſtedfaſt in their adherence to it; and many of them 
took arms in its defence. I truſt the body of them, whatever 
may be the caſe with individuals, will be as ready to defend 
it againſt the rage « of popular clamour as againſt the antiquat- 
ed claims of hereditary right. | 
But it ſhall be left to themſelves to determine, how far 
thoſe men act like Seceders, or in agreeableneſs to the prin- 
ciples above expreſſed, who encourage or join themſelves to 
ſocieties and aſſociations, under whatever ſpecious names, 
erected and maintained for the purpoſe of oppoſing the 
meaſures of government, and even of ſubverting the canſti- 


tution, I know this intention is now denied ; 3 becauſe they [2 
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dare no longer avow it, But what elſe could be their deſign? 
What elſe can it be to this day? Why did they ſend ads 
drefſes of congratulation to the French Convention? Why 
did they exert themſelves to propagate books in which our 
conſtitution was held up to ridicule, and the exiſtence. of it de- 
pied ? Why did they ereQ-conventions among us upon the 
plan of that of France; ſend deputies to them from their dif. 
ferent departments ; and there, in defiance of the conſtitution, 
take upon them to tranſact the buſineſs of the nation? That 
there was a deſigu among thoſe who very falſely call them- 
ſelves the Friends of the Pali to ſubvert the conſtitution, and 
to change the whole form of the government, is ſo plain, 
that no difintereſted perſon has any doubt of it. Nor was 
ir ever denied, unleſs by thoſe wlio were themſelves con- 
cerned in it; and wiſhed to amuſe government, or lull them 
afleep by ſuch denials, till their ſcheme ſhould be ripe for 
execution. 
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ESSAY IV. 


On Knol GovzuxM ENT, and Hereditary 
Succeſſion. 


0 wn . objeRtion quia the Britiſh conſtitution 


is, that we are governed by a king: whereas we are 


now taught that all kings are tyrants; and that under a 
monarchial government, however limited, no people can be 
free. This aſſertion could only proceed from a man, WhO 
feeling in himſelf that pride, cruelty, and malignity, which 
would render him a tyrant, if he had power in his hands; 
and concluding that all men are like himſelf, takes it for 
granted, that no man can enjoy power without abuſing it. 
But the aſſertion has been contradicted by the experience of 
four thouſand years. Will any perſon believe that David 
and Solomon, Aſa and Jehoſhaphat, Hezekiah and Joſiah, 
were all tyrants? Were Numa and Ancus Martius tyrants ? 
Veſpaſian and Titus, Trajan and Antoninus ? Many princes 
of later times might be mentioned whom ſlander itſelf never 
accuſed of tyranny, ſuch as Guſtavus Erickſon of Sweden, 
and his grandſon Guſtavus Adolphes, Henry IV. of France, 
James I. of Scotland, and many more. Kings are men of 
like paſſions with others; and therefore it is not to be won- 
dered at, if there have been fewer good kings than bad ones 
in the world ; becauſe in all ſtations of life there are more 
bad than good men. And the proportion of bad men, wha 
have been kings, 1s not greater than thoſe who have been 
coblers. What tyrant has occupied the throne of Britain 
bnce the Revolution? Or what one act of tyranny can malice 
itſelf impute to our preſent gracious ſovereign? 

% But kings,” they tell us, © are deſtroyers of mankind. 
© They have been the authors of all the wars that have laid 
** the world deſolate; and peace will never be enjoyed, till 
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« kings be exterminated.” This affertion, if true, would go 


far to end the conteſt. But unhappily no aſſertion can be 


more falſe, Tt is true, that the wars in which kings have 
been engaged, are more numerous than thoſe who have been 
managed by republics ; becauſe the number of kings in the 
world have always ſurpaſſed the number of republics, at leaſt 
in the proportion of ten to one. But republics have, in all 
ages, been more inclined to wars than kings, almoſt in the 
ſame proportion. Was not Athens a republic, which not 
only maintained a conſtant war for ages together, againſt 
neighbouring kings, but had well nigh enflaved all the other 
ſtates of Greece, till Sparta, with her two kings, roſe up to 
oppoſe her? Was not Carthage a republic? And did not ſhe 
extend her conqueſts almoſt as far as her trade; fo as to be 
at one time in poſſeſſion of a great part of Africa, of Spain, 
of Sicily and of Sardinia, beſides other places ? Were there 
ever any wars more bloody, more obſtinate, or more deſtruc- 
tive, than thoſe ſhe waged with Rome, her fiſter republic ? 
Did ever any kingdom on earth engage in as many wars as 
Rome did without any provocation? Was not this the beaſt, 
dreadful and terrible, and ſtrong exceedingly, having great 
iron teeth, which devoured the whole earth, brake it in 
pieces, and ſtamped it with its feet? Dan. vii. 7. To de- 
ſcend to later times, did not the Venetian republic, in a ſhort 
time, raiſe itſelf, by war, from a fiſhing village, to be a 
powerful ſtate ? And, if it were not a diſgrace to all other 
republics to reckon France among the number, has - not 
France, ſince her convention called her a republic, ſhewed 
as much of a diſpoſition to war and conqueſt, s ever ſhe 
did in the days of Louis XIV. She indeed made a decree, 
that ſhe was to engage in no war but for her own defence; 
and ſhe fulfilled it, by invading the territories of the Emperor, 
and attacking Mons and Toutnay, before he had either decla- 
red war, againſt her, or had an army in the field to oppoſe 
her. Did the not over-run Savoy, while its ſovereign had 
ſo little thought of war as not to have the veſlige of an 
army to oppoſe her? Did ſhe not firſt violate the rights of 
Holland, by her decree for opening the Schell, and then in- 
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vade her territories with a powerful army, before Holland 
had moved a tongue againſt her? Did ſhe not declare war 
againſt Britain, and ſtop all our ſhips in her .poxts, before our 
court had formed any reſolution of making war upon her? 
So far is it from being true that republican government is 
more favourable to peace than monarchy, that the ſcope it 
gives to the ambition of individuals, and the neceſſity that 


thoſe in power are undet of finding, employment for that am- 
bition, unavoidably hurries them into wars; and it will not 
be denied that ſome of the ſtrongeſt advocates for that ſort of 
government have attempted to prove its ſuperiority to all 
other forms, by this, that it beſt provides for war“. If the 
nations of Europe ſhould all diſmiſs their kings, and ſet up 
a popular goverament, with a view to ſecure themſelves 
againſt war; it would be the ſame policy as if the Dutch, 
in order to drain their marſhes, ſhould break down all their 
dykes. 

« But our king has too much power and jnfloctces ſo 
te that he over-rules the other branches of the legiſlature, 
« andevery thing is carried in Parliament according to the 
« pleaſure of the court.” As a proof of this we are remind- 
ed of a vote paſſed in the Houſe of Commons, ſome years 
ago, that the influence of the crown has increaſed, is in- 


Y © creaſing, and ought to be diminiſhed.” But, could ſuch 


a vote have paſſed, if Parliament had been ſuch a tool of 
the crown as is alledged ? Beſides, the influence of the crown 
is not now the ſame as at the time of that vote. In conſe- 
quence of it, two acts of Parliament paſſed, in order to re- 
duce the influence complained of, as low as could be done 
without hurting the balance of the conſtitution. By the 
one, all perſons holding government contracts were diſabled 
from ſitting in the Houſe of Commons; and all officers of 
the revenue from voting in the election of Members of Par- 
lament : and by the other, a number of ſinecure places were 
aboliſhed, the falaries of which amounted to L. 72, 368 a- 
year. But, in order to know what weight is in the argu- 


See Alg. Sydney's diſcourſes on government, ch. ii. ſect. 23. 
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ment of there being too great power or influence in the 
Crown, let us take a view of thoſe branches of the preroga- | 
tive, that are confidered as moſt exceptionable. 

The king has the power of calling, proroguing, and diffol- 
Ving Parlaments. But how can this have any dangerous ef- 
fects He muſt call a new Parliament at leaſt once in ſeven 
years. And though the law requiring that the Parliament 
ſhould meet once a- year, 5f neceſſary, might be evaded, and 
has been evaded, under pretence that it was not neceffary ; ; 
yet, in the preſent circumſtances, ſuch an evaſion cahnot take 
place; nor is it likely that it ever can in any time to come : 
becauſe, while the ſupplies are only granted from year to 
year, the meeting of Parliament is ſo neceſſary, that the army 
would be, ipſo fas, diſbanded, the intereſt of the national 
debt would remain unpaid, and the whole buſineſs of govern- 
ment would be at a ſtand, if any year ſhould paſs without a 
meeting of Parliament. 

The king has the power of appointing officers, civil, © ee- 
cleſiaſtical, and military, and of granting places and pen- 
ſions; and, by this means, may indirectiy bribe members of 
Parliament, aud bring them over to the court fide; But 
this part of the prerogative is likewiſe under ſuch regula- 
tions, that it cannot eafily become hurtful ; for—1. The 
moſt important offices are given for life, ſuch as thoſe of the 
judges, biſhops, and others. Though the king can give them, 
he cannot take them away. And if once a man bas obtained 
what was the aini of his ambition, his gratitude will hard- 
ly influence him to vote, either to the diminution of his own 
conſequence | as a member of the legiſlature; or in oppoſition 
to his party, or to his conſcience, if he has any. How 
often have we ſeen a young clergyman in Scotland cringe to 
a patron for a preſentation ; and as ſoon as he had obtained it, 
proſecute his benefactor for an augmentation of ſtipend, be- 
cauſe he knows that he cannot recal his gift ! Men are not 
more grateful to kings, than to others who do them a like 
'favour,—2. Arcording to law, no perſon can enjoy a feat in 
Parliament; who is concerned in the management of any tax 


impoſed fince the year 1692 ; nor any who enjoys an office 
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under the crown created ſince the ytar 1705: no more can 
any commiſſioner of prizes, of the navy or victualling office, 8 
nor any comptroller of army accounts, agent for regiments, 
or clerk in any of the offices of the revenue; nor any who 
enjoys a penſion from the crown during pleaſure, or for 
any ſpecified term of years, So that if a member of parlia- 
ment accepts any of theſe, he not only loſes his ſeat, but is 
incapable of being re-eleted.—3. If any member accepts 
any office from the crown, of whatſoever kind it be, unlefs 
it be an officer in the army or navy accepting a new com- 
miſſion, his ſeat is thereby vacated : and if it be dangerous 
for him'to continue in Parliament, the blame cannot lie upon 
the crown, but upon the people who chooſe him anew. _ 
Beſides theſe legal proviſions againſt the bad effects of court 
influence, experience ſhews, that neither offices, nor dignities, 


nor penſions, are ſufficient to ſtop the mouths of thoſe who 


are diſpoſed to join the oppoſition, In fact, every office in 


the gift of the Crown operates two ways. They who thirſt 
for theſe things hope to obtain them, not oftener by voting 


'for the Court, than by roaring againſt it. Theſe bawl our 


againſt every meaſure of government, good or bad, in hopes 


| that adminiſtration will come up to their price. And after 


an office has been obtained, they who enjoy it do not on that 


account ſtick to the Court party. How many inſtances have 


we ſeen of men eating the bread of government, and yet lift- 


ing up their heel againſt it? It may be odious to mention 
names; but plenty of inſtances will occur to every one. 


Moreover, every attentive perſon may fee, and every true 
friend of his country will ſee it with pleaſure, that when the 


_ tide of party runs higheſt, and when the Court has the great- 


eſt majority on its fide, if a mealure is propoſed, that is mani- 


feſtly contrary to the intereſt of the nation, all the influence 
of the Court is not able to carry it. Thus the Duke of Rich- 
- mond's Fortification Bill was loſt by a great majority; and 
'fo was the Scots Militia Bill, though adminiſtration was 
ſtrengthened by the intereſt of all the Scotch members. In 
matters of ſmaller importance, Court influence, or attachment 
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to a party, may ſway a majority in either Houſe, But I hope 
there are till as many Britons in Parliament, of independent 
fortunes, and independent ſpirits, as will ever be able to pre- 
vent any party, whatever their influence may be, from doing 
any material injury to the country. | 

« But our king has alſo the power of making peace and 
© war, and of entering into treaties with foreign nations: 
and hence he may involve us in a ruinous war, and ſubje& 
© us to new taxes to defray the expence ; or he may enter 
into alliances diſgraceful or expenſive to the nation. And 
here ſhall we find redreſs? True; ſuch powers belong 
to the king; but if he enter into any war. prejudicial to the 
nation, he cannot carry it on without money; and money he 
cannot have, till it is granted by Parliament, Or, if he enter 
into any treaty, which brings any expence upon the nation, 
that treaty cannot be carried into effect till the Parliament 
grant him the requiſite ſum. The Court will, therefore, take 
- care how they enter into any war, or any ſuch treaty, till 
they have ſecurity that Parliament will ſecond their views : 
becauſe they well know that the Houſe of Commons, as 
keepers of the national purſe, have it always in their power 
to defeat their intentions, and expoſe them to ſhame among 
ſurrounding nations. Yea, they have power to impeach the 
miniſter who adviſed the pernicious meaſure ; and to bring 
him, if he deſerves it, to the block. Thus the miniſter's ſafe· 
ty lies in his pleaſing the nation; as he muſt juſtify every 
meaſure in the Houſe of Commons, in the face of thoſe who 
want to fill his place, and who exegt every talent to expoſe 
his errors or miſtakes. 

Again we are told, that © kings are very expenſive things. 
* This nation pays no leſs than a million yearly to a man, 
* for nothing. but what any cobler might do as well; and all 
& this might be ſaved by ſending over him and his family | to 
Germany.“ —'They who ſpeak in this manner, neither 
| know what they ſay, nor whereof they affirm. They labour 
under two capital miſtakes, 1. That million of money, 
which is called the Civil Lift, does not all go to the mainten- 
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ance of the King's family, From it are paid all the ſalariet 
of the Judges, the oificers of ſtate, and officers of the houſe- 
hold; all the expence incurred either by the reſidence of fo- 
.reign ambaſſadors at our Court, or for maintaining our am- 
baſſadors abroad; Z beſides penſions, ſecret ſervice money; 
and, i in a Word, the whole expence of the civil government. 
Whatever money ds laid out by adminiſtration, it muſt be ta- 
ken from this ſum, unleſs it is otherwiſe expreſsly provided | 
for by Parliament ; as well as what goes to the maintenance 
of the King's family“. It muſt, therefore, be either very Ig- 
norant or very wicked in men to cry out of all this expence 
as incurred by the Royal Family ; and then to cry out of 
penſions and ſalaries to the ſeryants of government, as if all 
theſe were diſtin things, when they are all included'in this 
one. The buſineſs of the nation muſt be done: no man is 
obliged to ſerye for nought : nay, ĩt is highly reaſonable that 
ber ſervants, like thoſe of private men, be allowed wages, not 
only i in proportion to the weight of their work, but likewiſe 
to the dignity of their employer, and to the riſk and expence 
| of fitting themſelves for fituations that are precarious when ob- 
tained, and cannot be filled without conſiderable talents and 
accompliſhments ; beſides, they muſt be enabled to ſupport a 
degree of ſplendour proportioned to their rank ; otherwiſe 
both themſelves and their offices will fall into contempt. And 
if this is done, though all the Royal Family were ſent to Bo- 
tany Bay, it would be comparatively a ſmall part of this be- 
grudged ſum that the nation would ſave by that means. 
2. It is a very great miſtake, that the advantages which 
the nation derives from Royalty are not ſufficient 10 balance 
all the expence of maintaining it. Is not the whole execu- 
tive power lodged in the King's hand? And is not the exe- 
cution of the laws; the protection of our perlons, liberties, 
and property; the adminiſtration of juſtice ; and the preſer- 
vation of the public peace in all the —_ dominions,— | 


* oe 


7 Blackſtone's a 0 25 1. p. 331. Encyclopedia 
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worth one million ?——It may be ſaid, that the laws could 
be executed without a king, But no man who underſtands 
the ſubje& will ſay, that it could be done to ſuch advantage, 
or with as much ſafety. Every diviſion of the executive power 
muſt tend to weaken it. To lodge it in the hands of many 
would be to give each a power of oppreſſing the people with 
impunity. By lodging it in one hagd, the nation can more 
eaſily watch its motions, and detect and prevent every attempt 
to abuſe it. One' peculiar excellence of the Britiſh Go- 
„ vernment, is its having thrown into one place the whole 
«© maſs of the executive power. By this very circumſtance 
* has the depoſitum of it been rendered ſacred and inexpugna- 
« ble. By making one very great man in the ſtate, has an 
* effetual check been put to the pretenſions of all thoſe who 
% would otherwiſe ſtrive to become ſuch ; and diſorders have 
5 been prevented, which, in all republics, have brought on 
the ruin of liberty.“ See De Lolme, p. 196. Befides, is 
it no advantage to us that the King holds the balance between 
the two Houſes of Parliament; and, while he prevents the 
nobility from being trampled on by the Commons, effectually 
prevents the people from being cruſhed by the weight of a 
powerful ariſtocracy? 

Still-they rejoin: “ Our Crown is hereditary ; and this 
js anabſurdity ſhocking to common ſenſe. What! Are not 
« all men born equal? Or, is one man born a King, and all 
i the reſt of the nation born flaves ?P—lIt is very true that 
all men are born equal; that is, every perſon comes to this 
world a naked and helpleſs infant, poſſeſſing nothing, and ca- 
pable to do nothing for himſelf. But is it not as true, that, 
by the laws of all civilized nations, one is born heir to a great 
eſtate, and another is heir to nothing but rags and mi- 
ſery? And why may not a ſimilar law make one man be 
born heir to a kingdom, while another is born a ſubject? The 
antiquated claim of divine hereditary right, I hope, will never 
be again revived in Britain. But our Crown is rendered 
hereditary, not only by the ſanction of the national will for 
more than two centuries paſt, but by an expreſs and folemn 
' deed of the nation. An act of the Legiſlature, paſſed with 
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the genera] approbation of the people, declared the Crown 


hereditary in the reigning family, upon certain conditions. 
And that act continued to be approved by the whole nation, 
excepting a few adherents of the Pretender s divine right; 
and to be gloried i in, as the chief ſecurity of our religion and 
liberties, —till Thomas Paine taught us to think otherwiſe. 
That act, like all the other laws of Britain, being eſtabliſhed 

by the joint authority of Kine, Logvs, and Commons, has 
the force of a ſolemn compact, by which all the orders of the 
ſtate are equally bound. And while the conditions therein 
ſtipulated continue to be obſerved by the family of Hanover, 
neither the Parliament, nor the people, have any power to 
aboliſh or alter it without the King's conſent, more than they 


| have to abrogate -every other law that has been paſt by the 


ſame authority, and to aboliſh the whole copſtitution. If ever 
theſe conditions ſhall be violated by that family, the contract 
will be diſſolved, and their hereditary right will ceaſe. The 
nation will then unite in turning them off the throne, as 
they have done their predeceſſors. But, till then, whoever 
ſhall attempt any thing to the prejudice of their right will be 
Juſtly conſidered as traitors to their country ; and all ranks 
in the nation will concur, as in duty bound, in : bringing them 
to puniſhment. 

How much advantage has been derived to the nation from 
this Act of Settlement, ſince it was palt, on the 12th of June 
1700, will be eaſily perceived by every perſon who knows 
what miſeries have followed, in this and other countries, from 
a diſputed ſucceſſion, and even from an elective government. 
How much blood was ſpilt in England during the conteſt be- 
tween the houſes of York and Lancaſter? What calamities 
did Scotiand ſuffer, while-the Crown was diſputed by the fa- 
milies of Baliol and Bruce — And what has made Poland a 
ſcene of anarchy and of carnage, for many ages paſt, as often 
as the death, the ejectment, or- the reſignaton of her Kings, 
has made a new election neceſſary? The want of ſuch a ſet- 
tlement as we have, is the very thing that has reduced one of 
the moſt powerful and warlike kingdems of Europe to the 
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neceſſity of ſubmitting to be parcelled out by neighbouring 
deſpots, without having it in her power to make the leaſt re- 
fſtance. Of this the Poles are fo ſenſible, that, by the con- 
ſtitution which was voluntarily accepted by King, Nobles and 
People, a few years, ago, their Crown was to be hereditary, 
as ours is. And indeed their object was to obtain a conſtitu- 
tion as nearly reſembling that of Great Britain as poſſible. 
The Prince of Wales is conſidered as heir apparent of the 
Crown of Britain, not on account of any natural difference be- 
tween him and other men; not becauſe he is deſcended from 
a race of Kings who have * ſince the earlieſt accounts 
of this Illand, —but becauſe he has been ſo declared by a 
ſtanding law, a ſolemn deed of the nation. By. virtue of the 
ſame deed, we are born, not his ſlaves, but heirs to that liber- 
ty and peace which it has ſecured to us. In all this, what is 
there inconſiſtent with reaſon, with common ſenſe, with the 
rights of men, ox even with that natural equality, which, 
though it may be an object of ſpeculation, can have no actual 
ſubſiſtence among mankind i in a ſocial ſtate? _ 
It has been objected, that by this hereditary cates 

it may happen that the nation may be governed by a fool, a 
tyrant, or an idiot. But he muſt either be a fool or ſome- 
thing worſe, that lays, any ſtreſs upon this objection. If by 
reaſon of infancy, or any other cauſe, our hereditary king 
ſhould be diſqualified for the actual exerciſe of government, 
the law has provided a remedy. The adminiſtration falls in- 
to the hands of a regency, in whom the nation may confide, 
as being appointed by the nation itſelf. If our king ſhould 
ever happen to be a weak man, the Parliament are his here- 
ditary council; and he will be aſſiſted by all the wiſdom of 
the nation. If he ſhould even be a man of an arbitrary and 
tyrannical diſpoſition, the law has cut off the claws of the lion, 
The fate of the firſt Charles, and the ſecond James, will teach 
him to reſtrain himſelf within the bounds preſcribed by law. 
Or if he does not, he breaks the contract; his right to the 
crown ceaſes ; and the nation will provide him a ſucceſſor. 
Before people decide with regard to hereditary ſucceſſion, 
they would need to know more of the matter, than what is 


56) 

to be learned from Paine's invectives. Suppoſe a chief ma- 
giſtrate were to be elected by the whole nation, would not 

that man who knew how to flatter the vanity, and humour 
the prejudices of the populace, however profligate his charac- 
ter, be as likely to be choſen, as a man of wiſdom and pru- 
Yence, free from reſtleſs ambition, and above ſacrificing the 
public intereſt to bis own, or to that of his family ? Is it of 


no conſequence, t that he who is to be a king have ſuch an 


education as may qualify him for the duties of his high ſta- 
tion? Does not the limitation of the ſucceſſion to one family 
tend to prevent our kings from being infected with thoſe lit- 
tle jealouſies, and party connections, which are ſo favourable 
to ſelfiſhneſs, avarice, and cruelty ; and fo repugnant to that 


- magnanimity, juſtice, and mercy, that ought to diſtinguiſh 


the man who rules a great nation? Would not the election 
of a king give much -more-ſcope to corruption, than that of 
members of Parliament, or of perſons in any inferior office! 
Or has ever an executive government been erected or mam- 
tained with ſo little animoſity, diſturbance or danger to pub- 
lic liberty, as by a limited hereditary monarchy ? 

Such a hereditary ſucceſſion as we have, is likewiſe agree- 


able to ſcripture ; and is plainly exemplified in that govern- 


ment which God himſelf ſet up. Though the government 
in Iſrael was a theocracy, that is, though God himſelf was 


their king, and therefore might have appointed whom he 


would for his deputy, without conſulting the people; and 
actually did ſo in the days of the Judges, yet no kings were 
ever impoſed upon them, without their conſent, nor any but 
ſuch as themſelves had choſen. Saul was expreſsly choſen 
by the people, 1 Sam. xii. 12. And though David had 
been previouſly anointed by Samuel, at the command of 
God ; yet he did not think himſelf authoriſed to take upon 


bim the adminiſtration, even after the death of Saul, till the 


people had inveſted him with it. Accordingly, he was choſen 
and anointed king, by the tribe of Judah, aſſembled at Heb- 
ron, 2 Sam. ii. 4. and over them only he claimed any right 


to reign, till he was alſo choſen by the people of Iſrael, ſe- 


ven years afterwards, 2 Sam. v. 1. And theogh God had 
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promiſed that the throne ſhould be hereditary in David's 
line, upon certain conditions; yet this was not conſidered 
as legally fixing the ſucceſhon, till it was done by a deed 
of the people, Accordingly, when Solomen died, all Iſrael 
aſſembled at Shechem, to make Rehoboam king; and when 
he refuſed to comply with the conditions which they ſti- 
pulated, ten tribes' rejected him, and he reigned over two 
only. 

It deſerves patticular notice, that it is not faid in the hi 
tory of that tranſaction, that the tribe of Judah clave to Re- 
hoboam, or followed him; but they followed the houſe of Das 
vid, 1 Kings xii. 20. From hence it would appear, that af- 
ter the ten tribes were gone, the people of Judah and Ben- 
jamin, juſtly apprehenſive of the renovation of ſuch a ſcene 
as they had juſt witneſſed, agreed, by a ſolemn national 
deed, to fix the ſucceſſion in the family of David. Accord- 
ingly, we hear no more of their aſſembling again for the 
choice, or inauguration of Rehoboam's ſucceſſors ; but the fon 
regulatly occupied his father's throne, without any furthet 
interpoſition of the people, unleſs when che ſucceſſion was 
interrupted by Athaliah's uſurpation. At any rate, we are 
ſure that the ſucceſſion in that line was hereditary ; that it 
was ſo by the appointment of God, and with the conſent of 
the people; and therefore, that all the ſcurrility, ſpued out 
by our modern reformers, againſt hereditary ſucceſſion, ap- 
plies equally to the conſtitution of the kingdom of Judah, as 
to that of Britain, If the one is inconſiſtent with reaſon, 
with common ſenſe, or with the rights of man, ſo was the 
other: Conſequently, God, the Fountain of reaſon, the Crea- 
tor of man, and the giver of all his rights, ngt only ſet up 
a government among his choſen and beloved people, that 
was deſtructive of all theſe, but continued to ſupport it for 
nearly five hundred years! H 

To take off the force of this argument, we are told hu 
God gave them this form of government as a puniſhment ; 
becauſe they rejected him from being their King, and would 
needs have a king like the other nations: and what was a 
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puniſhment to them, can never be a bleſſing to any other 
people. In ſupport of this, the words of God by the pro- 
phet Hoſea are often quoted: I gave thee a ling in mine anger, 
and took him away in my wrath, Hoſea xin. 11. But it is 
plain that theſe words were addreſſed to the ten tribes; and 
all interpreters underſtand them either of Saul, in whom 
they were literally fulfilled, or elſe of that race of kings 
who had reigned in Iſrael from the time of their revolt 
from David's family, and from the worſhip of the true God; 
and whom God was juſt about to take away by the hand of 
the king of Aſſyria. But until the preſent time, it never 
yet entered into the mind of any perſon, who had a right 
publicly to interpret ſcripture, to underſtand theſe words of 
David or of his family. How could it? In what ſenſe was 
ever David given in anger? Or how could his family be 
ſaid to have been taken away in the days of Hoſea, when it 
continued to reign an hundred and fifty years aftgr ? The 
ſetting up of that family was ever conſidered by the people 
of God, as aq; act of ſingular favour, and was celebrated, as 
ſuch, in their public praiſes, Pſal. Ixxviii. 70. 71. and cxxxii. 
11, 12, It may be faid, that the people were miſtaken ; 
and that the Queen of Sheba was allo miſtaken, when ſte 
ſaid to Solomon, Becauſe the Lord thy God loved Iſrael 
* ſor ever, thereſore made he thee king, to do judgment 
« and juſtice !” 1 Kings x. 9, But was the Spirit of God 
miſtaken when he indited the Pſalms referred to ? Or has 
the Church, from the days of David, to the preſent time, 
been publicly praiſing God for ſetting up and maintaining 


among his people, a government inconſiſtent with reaſon and 


common ſenſe ? 

Chriſtians ſhould alſo conſider, that in thoſe injunctions 
which are laid upon us in the New Teſtament, to be ſubject 
to the higher powers, kings are expreſsly mentioned: that 
we are ſpecially called to pray, and even to give thanks for 
kings: That Jeſus Chriſt himſelf is a king, though his king- 
dom is not of this world: and that if the kingly office 
among men had been a thing diſagreeable to God, or to rea- 
ſon, the Son of God had never been diſgraced with the name, 
or with the office, Chriſt is even a hereditary king, fitting 


99 


t on the throne of his father David, to order it, and to eſta- 
& bliſh it, from henceforth and for ever.” They ſhould con- 
ſider, that there are many promiſes and prophecies, contained 
in the word of God, and which we hope to ſee accompliſh- 
ed in due time, more ſully than they have ever yet been, 
that plainly and neceſſarily ſuppoſe the continued exiſtence 
of kings, and their activity in promoting the intereſts of 
Chriſt. © Kings ſhall be nurſing fathers, and their queens 
“ nurſing mothers” to the church. All kings ſhall bow 
ei down before Chriſt, and all nations ſhall ſerve him. The 
* kings of the earth ſhall, bring their glory and honour into“ 
the new Jeruſalem, Iſa. xlix. 23. Pal. lxxii. 11. Rev. xxt, 
24. In anſwer, therefore, to thoſe who expreſs their hopes 
that monarchy ſhall ſoon be aboliſhed in all the vations of 
the world, we rejoice in declaring our firm aſſurance, that 
while Chriſt has a church upon earth, and while there 
arc nations to ſerve him, there ſhall alſo be Kings to bow 
down, and they ſhall bow down before him, 

Theſe arguments from ſcripture are ſo plain and conclu- 
ſive, in favours of limited royalty, that Mr Paine himſelf, in 
various parts of his writings, ſeems plainly enough to hint, 
that along with kingly government, the Scriptures alſo muſt 
be extruded. And now, where his principles are reduced to 
practice, his colleagues of the rump convention have found 
it neceſſary, in order to juſtify their abolition of kings, to 
aboliſh Chriſtianity too. What elſe could be their deſign in 
| aboliſhing the Chriſtian Sabbath, which is appointed by God, 

not only as a weekly commemoration of his two great works 
of creation and redemption, but likewiſe as the diſtinguiſh. 
ing badge of his religion: or, as the Scriptures expreſs it, a 
ſign between him and his people for ever? Yet theſe are the 
men, and this is the conſtitution, which ſome in Britain, and 
even ſome who pretend to be zealous Chriſtians, wiſh to imi- 
tate. Ny ſoul, come not thow into their ſecreti, unto their af» 
ſembly, mine honour, be not thou united! „ 
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On PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION and 
REFORM. 


NE of the principal advantages of the Britiſh conſtitu- 
tion lies in this, that one branch of the legiſlature is 
compoſed of repreſentatives choſen by the people. Vet there 


is nothing that is more complained of by diſcontented perſons, 


than the preſent ſlate of that repreſentation. And the mode 
now introduced into France is extolled as incomparably 
better than ours. But a very moderate degree of attention 
will convince any one, that our ſyſtem of repreſentation is 


| incomparably better than theirs. To mention only two par- 


ticulars : 
1. In France, by the conſtitution of 1791, no perſon was 
to have a voice in the primary. aſſemblies, but ſuch as contri- 


buted directly towards the expences of the ſtate the value of 
three days labour; nor any menial ſervant; nor any that was 


not enrolled in the national guards. And no perſon could 
vote for the national repreſentatives in the electoral aſſem- 
blies, who was not valued, on the rolls of contribution, at an 
yearly revenue, equal, at leaſt, to 150 days labour. But in 
England, every perſon is entitled to vote for a member of 
Parliament, who enjoys a free income of forty ſhillings a-year, 


which is not earned by ſervitude : and this right is not for- 


feited by his receiving wages. Many eleQtors in England 


pay nothing directly to Government: and what every one 


pays indirectly, it is impoſſible to determine. Thus it is 
plain, that in England, many are electors, who, in France, 
could have no. place, even in the primary aſſembly: and 
many more, who could not be choſen electors . 


4 4 i —_—_ 


* How theſe matters ſtand in that thing called a conſtitution, 
which the preſent convention have framed, I know not; having 
never ſeen more of it than what was exhibited in public news- 


Papers. 
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2. In France, according to the above-mentioned conſtitu- 
tion, he who was to repreſent the department in the legiſla- 
ture, might be choſen, contrary to the mind of a great majo- 
rity of the active citizens, who were entitled to vote in the 
primary aſſemblies ; which may be clearly illuſtrated thus. 
In France, every 100 active citizens were to chuſe an eleRor. 
Theſe electors were to meet in what was to be called an elec- 
toral aſſembly, where the repreſentative of the department 
was to be choſen, Now, ſuppoſe this mode adopted in Bri- 
tain, and ſuppoſe the number of active citizens in any eoun- 
ty amounts to ten thouſand ; every hundred of theſe is to 
chuſe one elector, making an hundred in all. Theſe hundred 
electors are to chuſe one to repreſent the county in Parlia- 
ment, or, if you pleaſe, in couvention. Suppoſe the nation, 
as it uſually is, divided into two parties; and for diſtinction's 
ſake, let Mr Pitt be at the head of one party, and Mr Fox at 
the head of the other. Of the hundred primary aſſemblies, 
conſiſting of a hundred active citizens each, fifty-one chooſe 
electors of Mr Pitt's faction, by a majority of ſixty to forty, 


at a medium. It is plain, that among all theſe, there are in 


Mr Pitt's intereſt, three thouſand and fixty active citizens, and 
two thouſand and forty in that of Mr Fox. The other forty- 
nine aſſemblies chooſe electors of Mr Fox's party, by a majo- 
rity of eighty to twenty, one with another: here there muſt 
be three thouſand nine hundred and twenty citizens in favours 


of Mr Fox, and only nine hundred and cighty for Mr Pitt.— 


Thus, in the whole county, Mr Fox has five thouſand nine 
hundred and fixty on his fide, while Mr Pitt has only four - 
thouſand and forty ; yet the election is carried in Mr Pitt's 
favours, by fifty-one againſt forty-nine. Thus almoſt three 
fifths of the active citizens are really againſt the perſon who 
is choſen to repreſent them; but, among us, whoever the elec- 
tors be, we are ſure that their repreſentatives are choſen by 
the majority of them. 

| Various other miſtakes people labour under, with regard 
to the affair of repreſentation, which we hall endeavour to 


_— by the following obſervations, 
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1. A man may be truly, fairly, and equitably repreſented, 
by one whom he has never choſen for that purpoſe. Every 
member of the Houſe of Commons repreſents thoſe who - 
voted againſt him, as well as thoſe who voted for him. Yea, | 
whenever a man is choſen, he ceaſes to be a repreſentative of 
that city or county only, by which he was choſen ; and be- 
comes a repreſentative of the Britiſh people at large. And 
every individual among that people is. repreſented, not by 
any particular member of Parliament only, but by the whole 
houſe. This doctrine has been ſupported by the beſt writers 
on our government, and by thoſe molt favourable to liberty. 
See Blackſtone's Comm, vol. l. p. 159- | 

There are various ways in which a true and juſt repre- 
ſentation. may be conſtituted, without the choice cf thoſe who 


are repreſented. Every man has a batural right to repreſent 


his own family, and even his poſterity to the lateſt genera- 
tions. As this right is founded in the law of nature, it is 
recognized by the municipal laws of all civilized nations. 
And every man exerciſes it in every civil tranſaction. If 


I enter into any contract, and do not hve to fulfill it, my ob- 


ligation is binding upon my heirs and executors to the end 
of time ; becauſe I truely repreſented them in that - tranſac- 
tion, though it took place long before they were born. Un- 
der the feudal ſyſtem, every great man was the repreſentative 
of his vaſſals and dependants; and thus the people in Britain 
were, in a fort, repreſented in Parliament, before a choice of 
repreſentatives was known. By the Britiſh conſtitution, the 
king is the reprefentative of the whole nation. It is the 
majeſty and authority of the nation, that is collected, and 


centers in his perſon. It is in the name of the whole nation 


that he tranſacts with foreign powers, whether in making 
peace or war, or alliances of any kind: and as a proof that 
every, individual is included in this repreſentation, every 
one in the nation is as much bound by the king's tranſactions 
as himſelf i is. Yet I need not add, that there is not a gerſon 
now alive in the nation that had any active hand in W 
him to be king. 


* 
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To Chriſtians we may addreſs an argument of ſtill greatey 


weight, in ſupport of repreſentation, where there has been na 
election. Every one who adheres to the Proteſtant doctrine, 


as laid down in the ſtandards, either of the church of Eng- 


land, or of the church of Scotland, muſt believe, that, by a 
tranſaction co-eval with the warld itſelf, Adam was conſti- 


tuted the federal repreſentative of all his poſterity : and that, 


by a ſimilar tranſaction, prior to that date, the Son of God 
became the repreſentative of his ſpiritual ſeed. In neither of 
theſe caſes could the perſons repreſented have any choice, 
becauſe none of them had any being. And therefore, if the 
choice of conſtituents is of abſolute neceſſity, both theſe tranſ- 
actions muſt have been unjuſt. Some of thoſe who are moſt 
zealous in fayour of our new ſyſtem of politics, will be per- 
ſectly aware of the force of this argument; and, to avoid it, 


deny that any ſuch tranſaction ever exiſted. That they may 


be conſiſtent with themſelves, they go farther, and deny the 
divinity of Chriſt, his vicarious ſatisfaction, the divine inſpi- 


ration of the holy Scriptures, and all the moſt important 


articles of the Chriſtian faith, Yet theſe are the men with 
whom ſome well-meaning Calviniſts aſſociate themſelves in 
our preſent diſputes ; without being aware, that if they ad- 
here to Dr Prieſtley's political creed, they muſt likewiſe 
adopt his religious ſyſtem, in order to be conſiſtent with 
themſelves, | | 

II. It follows from what has been ſaid, that a man may be 
rightfully and equitably bound to obey laws, in the making 
of which he never had any ſhare, either by himſelf, or by 
any whom he had choſen to repreſent him. However plau- 
ſible in point of theory that maxim be, that men cannot be 
bound by any laws, to the making of which they have not 
glven their conſent, by themſelves or their choſen repreſenta- 
tives, it is a maxim, that, ſo far as ever I could learn, was 
never heard of till after the commencement of our diſputes 
with the Colonies in America. It was never reduced to 
practice, before that time, nor ſince, in Britain, nor in A- 
merica, nor in France, nor in hy other part of the world. 
I may venture to fay, that it never will be reduced to prac- 
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fiee ; becauſe I am abſolutely ſure it never can. Muſt not 


every man, in every country, be ſubje& to laws that were 
made before he was born, or capable to chooſe a repreſenta- 


tive? Are not the poor, who can contribute nothing to 
the ſupport of government, ſubje@ to the laws, as well as 
the rich? And is not the protection of the laws more neceſ- 
ſary to thoſe than to theſe ? Are not minors ſubject to the 
laws, as well as perſons come to age? Above all, are not all 
women members of ſociety, ſubje& to the laws of their coun- 
try, and contrihuting to the ſupport of government, directly 
or indirectly ? Are they not entitled to all the unalienable 


rights of human creatures, as well as man? How comes it 


then that in ſuch an age of gallantry, no man appears for the 
right of the ladies to chooſe their repreſentatives, to fit in 
legiſlative aſſemblies ?—In a word, if ever the above maxim 
is put in practice, it muſt be in a place where all minors, all 
women, and even all gipſies and ſturdy beggars, are allowed 
to vote in the choice of repreſentatives. And if this is one 
of the natural and impreſcriptible rights of man, two thirds 
of the human ſpecies muſt be for ever deprived of it. 
When the ſcriptures fo frequently enjoin ſubjection to the 
powers that be, both in the Old Teſtament and in the New, 
can any man believe, that they only require obedience to 
ſuch laws as have been made, either by ourſelves or our re- 
preſentatives ? Had the captive Jews any repreſentatives, in 
the Chaldean, or the Perſian legiſlature? Had the Jews in 
our Saviour's days, or. the Chriſtians of the diſperſion, when 
Peter wrote, any repreſentatives in the Roman ſenate, or any 
voice in the aſſemblies. of that people? Rather, had they 
any vote in the choice of the Emperor, who, by that time, 
was become the ſale legiſlator of the Roman world? Or do 
theſe paſſages only bind us to ſubjection to ſuch a govern- 
ment as never yet exiſted, and, in the nature of things, 
never can? A new proof this, that the total rejection of the 
ſcriptures, and the abolition of Chriſtianity, muſt be a branch 
of our new political ſyſtem in order to 1 it hang to · 
gether, | | 
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III. It is very certain, that there never was a time, as far 
back as hiſtory can be traced, when all the inhabitants of Bri- 


-tain, or of either of the two united kingdoms, were conſidered 


as having a right to vote in the choice of repreſentatives to 
fit in Parliament. It is well known, that though Parliaments | 


+ are of a very old date, both in England and Scotland, Parlia- 


mentary Repreſentation is not ſo. At what time ſoever the 

feudal ſyſtem was introduced in Britain, it is agreed, that, ac- 
cording to it, all the King's tenants in capite, i. e. all that held 
lands immediately of the Crown, were intitled to a ſeat in 
Parliament, and none elſe. This was ſo far from-being con- 
ſidered as a privilege by the proprietors of ſmall eſtates, that 
it was reckoned an intolerable burden. After ſundry- efforts 
to compel their attendance, they were allowed to be abſent, 


upon condition of ſending two or more from each county, to 


repreſent them, When this regulation was introduced in Eng- 
land, is uncertain, owing to the loſs of their records: but it 
ſeems to be agreed that it was not before the latter end of 
the reign of King John, who died in 1216. With regard to 


Scotland, we can ſpeak with more certainty. James I. had 
an act paſt, in the year 1425, requiring the perſonal attend- 


ance of all free-holders. But this being found ineffeQual, 
another act was paſt in 1427, by which the ſmall barons were 
exempted, upon condition of ſending two or more wiſe men, 
out of every ſhire, to repreſent them: yet till they had a 
right to attend in perſon, if they pleaſed. After all, few of 
them attended, cither by themſelves or repreſentatives, till the 
year 1587, when James VI. with much difficulty, got the act 
of 1427 revived. And it is only from that time that there 


| | has been a regular attendance of county repreſentatives in 


Scotland. 

When the repreſentatives of boroughs were introduced into 
Parliament is more uncertain. It appears to have been ſooner 
than the repreſentatives of counties were introduced. But 
this is certain, that boroughs, as well as individuals, were ob- 
liged to give attendance, as being the King's tenants. And 
the only reaſon of their being allowed to ſend repreſentatives, 
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was, that it would have been an intolerable hardſhip, to re- 
quire the attendance of all the members of the corporation. 
It ſhall only be further obſerved on this head, that the right 
of election in counties ſtands upon a very different footing in 
England from what it does in Scotland ; though both were 
originally the ſame. It would ſerve little purpoſe to trace 
the various ſteps, by which this difference was introduced. 
With us, no perſon has a right to vote in ſuch elections, un- 
leſs he hold lands of the Crown, either in property, or ſupe- 
riority, amounting either to forty ſhillings of old extent, or 
to L. 400 Scots of valued rent: whereas beyond the border, 
every perſon is an elector, who poſſeſſes freehold property to 
the value of forty ſhillings ſterling yearly, whether he holds 
of the King or a ſubject, provided he does not earn it by 
- aQual ſervitude. # 

When people talk of a reform in the repreſentation of the 


people, it conveys the idea of reſtoring the conſtitution to 


the ſame ſtate in which it is ſuppoſed to have been before the 
introduction of certain corruptions, which they propoſe to 
have remedied. Hence many people, who have not had op- 
portunities of better information, take it for granted, that 
there was a time when all the people were allowed to vote in 
the choice of the national repreſentatives ;z- and that this pri- 
vilege has, ſome how, been wreſted from them. And deſign- 
ing men find their account in foſtering their perſuaſion. But 
nothing can be more falſe, From the above ſtatement, it is 
manifeſt, that there never was a time, when a greater num- 
ber of perſons were allowed to vote in ſuch elections. Of all 
the changes that have taken place in our conſtitution, for 
many centuries back, I do not recolle& one that has not been 
favourable to the people. The truth is, our conſtitution, from 
being exactly ſimilar to thoſe of other nations in Europe, 
where the feudal ſyſtem prevailed, has gradually riſen to its 
_ preſent happy ſtate, through a variety of changes, all of which 
have been owing to the ſucceſsful ſtruggles of the ſubjects, in 
behalf of their rights and liberties z, whereby we are become. 
the enyy of all — nations. 


Sy 
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I know but of one inſtance, that is condeſcended upon, of 
degeneracy in the ſtate of our repreſentation. It is the caſe 
of the rotten boroughs, as they are called. Certain towns, 
that were once wealthy and populous, are now fallen into de- 
cay ; ſo that ſome of them have ſcarcely the appearance of 
country villages. Yet they continue to ſend members to Par- 
liament, as before, By this means, a good number of our 
members of Parliament are choſen by a few perſons ; while 
many thriving and populous towns ſend no repreſentatives at 
all. This may be, in ſome degree, a real grievance : and in 
due time I hope a remedy may be provided, But there are 
various conſiderations, which, if duly attended to, might ſerve 
to allay the clamour that has been raiſed about it. 1. The 
change in the ſtate of thoſe towns is not owing to govern- 
ment; but has gradually come about in the courſe of Di- 
vine Providence. Trade and manufactures, after flouriſhing 
for a while in one place, have emigrated to another; and 
thus one town has fallen into decay, and another has riſen in 
its ſtead. Government could not!prevent this; nor would it 
have been proper to attempt it. 2. Theſe boroughs, rotten 
as they are, have been long poſſeſſed of the privilege of ſending 
members to Parliament : it is ſecured to them by charter : 
and it deſerves conſideration, how far it would be juſt to de- 
prive them of it, without their own conſent, or without a 
ſuitable compenſation. 3. Thoſe towns that have lately riſen 
to opulence, and ſend no members to Parliament, are not un- 
repreſented. Every perſon in thoſe towns, that is worth 
forty ſhillings yearly, has a vote for the county members, 
4. Whatever complaints the people of England may have on 
this head, we in Scotland have little ground for any. None 
of theſe rotten boroughs are on our fide of the Tweed: and 
our populous manufacturing tou us that have no vote in elec- 
tions are yet but ſew. 
IV. If it were practicable, that all the people, of every 
rank in Britain, ſhould have an equal voice in the choice of 
on national repreſentatives, it would nat be juſt, This will 
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be thought a bold aſſertion ; but it admits of an eaſy proof. 
All the objects of legiſlation may be comprehended under 
theſe three, Iiſe, liberty, and property ; and every good law is 
intended for the ſecurity of one or other of theſe. With re- 
-ard to the two firſt, mankind are upon a level. And if our 
Parliament were only to make laws relative to theſe, every 
man would have an equal right to chuſe repreſentatives. But 
making laws reſpecting property, reaſon dictates, that 
every man's influence ſhould be in proportion to the property 
nc polſefſes. And as land is the moſt fixed kind of property, 
he radical ſource of national wealth, it is highly reaſon- 


„ that landholders ſhould have & principal concern in the 


king of ſuch laws. Now, every one ſees, that for one law 
tat merely reſpects life or liberty, ten laws are paſt for the 
\ecurity or regulation of property: it is neceſſary that it 
Hould be ſo, And therefore juſtice requires that a man of 
property, elpecially of landed property, ſhould have ten votes, 


in the choice of Legiſlators, where a man of no property has 


but one: aud the more property he poſſeſſes, he is entitled to 
the zreater number of votes. Of this the French National 
Aſſembly were ſenſible ; and accordingly attached two thirds * 
of their repreſentatives to the property, and only one third 
to the population» A man, whoſe mind is not warped with 
prejudice, nor heated with enthuſiaſm, however zealous he is 
for his own rights as a man, can allow to others thoſe rights 
that are connected with that ſtation in life which Providence 
has allotted them. 

V. Suppoling that a more equal W of the people 
could be ever ſo eaſily obtained, it would not be productive 


of thoſe advantages to perſons in the lower ranks of life, that 


they are taught to expect from it; and it would produce in- 
conveniences, of which they are not aware. I do not mean 
to ſtate myſelf an enemy to reform, either in this reſpect, or 
in reſpe& of ſhortening the duration of Parliaments. Per- 
haps both might be of advantage to the nation, upon the 
whole. But I am perſuaded, that if advantages are balanced 
with diſadvantages, and into the latter ſcale are laid the diffi- 


Culties, that every thinking perſon muſt ſee in the way ofac- 
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compliſhing ſuch a reform, even though all parties were alike 
friendly to it, and the danger that might ariſe from any alter- 
ation in our conſtitution, people's zeal in that cauſe will be 
very much cooled. To mention a few inſtances. * 

1. This reform would neither prevent nor diminiſh that 
bribery and corruption, which are too often practiſed at elec- 
tions. It would have the contrary effect. For proof of this 
we may appeal to facts. In the counties of Scotland there 
are much fewer eleQors, in proportion, than in thoſe in Eng- 
land: yet there are no elections in Britain, where there is ſo 
little bribery and corruption, or ſo little riot and diſſipation as 
in thoſe of the Scottiſh counties. But let us ſuppoſe our re- 
form obtained, and every man in the county made an eleQor, 
would this continue to be the caſe? Suppoſe the number of 
eleQors, in any county, is now an hundred: ſuppoſe that after 
the reſorm, they ſhall amount to twenty thouſand ; and ſup- 


poſe them to be all alike honeſt ; {till it would be much eaſier | 


to bribe a majority of the twenty thouſand, than it is to bribe 
a majority of the hundred. Our preſent eleQors are men of 
independent fortunes ; and, if they were to be fold, would 
diſdain to take a ſmall bribe. No man would dare to offer 
them leſs than L. 500 a- piece, one with another. And there- 
fore, to bribe fifty-one of the hundred, would coſt him 
L. 25,500. But in the other caſe, there would be no occa- 
ſion to bribe gentlemen. A majority of poor labourers and 
mechanics might be found, to whom twenty. ſhillings would 
be a greatergobject than L. 509 is to our preſent electors. 
And therefore one might bribe a majority of the twenty 
thouſand, by expending only L. 10,001.—The truth is, it 
will not be eaſy to find a remedy for corruption, till we can 
find electors that will take no tribe. And ſurely the leſs 
they need it, the leſs temptation they have to take it. It is 
not candidates that are moſt to blame, when a ſeat is obtain- 
ed in this way, but electors. No man can be” ſuppoſed as 
willing te give away money, as another may be to receive it. 
And the only reaſon why gentlemen offer bribes, is becauſe 
they ſee a probability of obtaining a ſeat in that way, and in 
no other, : | 
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It is ſaid that the Court is the ſource of corruption: and 
that candidates hope to refund themſelves, by places, penſions, 
or bribes, for all that they expend in corrupting their elec- 
tors. It may eaſily be believed that he who buys a people 
will {ell them again: and every corrupt member of Parlia- 
ment hopes to refund himſelf, juſt as every corrupt eleQor - 
hopes to better his fortune by the bribe he receives. But it 
is more than ten to one that both are diſappointed. For one 
elector that is enriched by ſelling his vote, ten are reduced to 
poverty by truſting to ſuch a reſourte : and for one member 
of Parliament that has his expences refunded, by places, pen- 
ſions, or otherwiſe, there are ten whoſe eſtates and families 
feel the contrary, for ſundry generations. There is no donbt 
but a corrupt Court will rather buy off a member from the 
oppoſition, than loſe a favourite meaſure: and there is as 
little doubt, that an unprincipled candidate will rather bribe 
his electors than loſe his ſeat. But if members of Parliament 
were honeſt, no bribe would influence them to vote againft 
their judgment : and if eleQors were conſcientious, they 
would give their vote to no man who ſhould offer them a 
bribe. As ſoon as this is found to be the caſe, both court 
and candidates will keep their money in their pockets: 
Thus, it appears, that, though neither the court nor the mem- 
bers of Parliament are innocent, the principal blame lies 
upon electors; as the guilt of fin lies chiefly, not upon Satan 
who tempts to it, but on the ſinner who yields to the tempta- 
tion. And if every temptation was to coſt him ten thouſand 
pounds, any other than Satan would ſoon ceaſe to tempt, if 
ſinners would ceaſe to comply. 

If the number of electors were increaſed, there would, no 
doubt, be among them a greater number of honeſt men ; but 
there would be a greater number of rogues too : for I have 
never yet obſerved, that there was a greater proportion ,of 
morally honeſt men, in the loweſt ranks of life, than among 
their ſuperiors. And it is abſurd to ſuppoſe, that they who 
need money molt will be moſt averſe to take it, It may ra- 
ther be ſuſpected that many of thoſe who now make ſuch a 
bultle about a more equal repreſentation of the people, are 
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men grieved to ſee themſelves out of the way of receiving 2 
ſhare of what they think is to be had at elections: and with 


to have a vote, only that they may have it in their power | to 
ſell it to the higheſt bidder, 

Even though we had a new Parliament every year,'or every 
three years, this would have no effect in preventing bribery. 
Triennial Parliaments have been tried: and perhaps the na- 
tion might have ſuffered no inconvenience from their continu- 
ance, But neither do I know any great inconvenience that 
has ariſen from their being made ſeptennial. One reaſon 
given for the change was, that gentlemen were hurt by the 
expence of ſuch frequent elections; a certain proof that they 
had their electors to bribe then as well as now. And ſute- 
ly an election every three years would not give leſs occaſion 
to bribery than one in ſeven. It would, indeed, give an op- 
portunity to a greater number of gentlemen to ruin them- 
ſelves, by ſetting up for members of Parliament; or the fame - 
gentlemen might do it in leſs than half the time. It would 
procure, to corrupt electors, ſeven bribes in 21 years, inſtead 
of three: inſtead of nine days of riot and diſſipation, in that 
ſpace of time, the people might expect one and twenty. And 
thoſe habits of drunkenneſs, idleneſs, perjury, and all kinds 
of vice, that are contradted at elections, would gather more 
than double ſtrength in the ſame time. Were our elections 
annual, theſe conſequences would follow in a threefold pro- 
portion. To ſome men theſe may be defireable things: but 
ſarely ſuch men are not the fitteſt to regulate the govern- 
ment of nations. | 

Bribery and corruption are undoubtedly crying evils : and 
every habile method ſhould be taken to aboliſh them. Many 
good laws have been made for that purpoſe 3 and many ſevere 
puniſhments have been inſlicted upon thoſe who have been 
found to tranſgreſs them, But {till the ingenuity of wicked 
men has found methods to evade them. If it could be 
found practicable to aboliſh all canvaſſing for votes, it 
would be.the beſt mean of preventing bribery. What if an 
act of Parliament ſhould paſs, declaring every man incapable 
of a ſeat in the Houſe of Commons, who ſhould be proved to 
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have declared himſelf a candidate, either in public or in 


private, till he did it publicly on the huſtings, on the day of 
election? By this means no man would have it in his power, 
either to give or receive a bribe. Some would, no doubt, 
be diſappointed, who would wiſh to have a ſear, but they 
would keep their money. And I am perſuaded, neither 
town nor country in Britain would find themſelves at a loſs, 
for men both willing and qualified to accept n 
when it ſhould be voluntarily offered them. 
2. This propoſed reform would give no ſecurity to the 
people, that the proceedings of Parliament would be more 
agreeable to their wiſhes, Our repreſentatives are not, like 
thoſe of the States of Holland, confined to a bare declaration 
of the mind of their conſtituents. If they were, they would 
have nothing to do in Parliament, but to vote as they had 
been inſtructed: Parliament could deliberate about nothing; 
but it behoved every bill that was brought into the Houſe of 
Commons, firſt, to be diſcuſſed in a public meeting of the 
. eleQors, i in every town and county in Britain. What a dead 


A a wei icht this would hang upon the wheels of government, | 


. every perſon of common underſtanding muſt ſee. But with 
us, when a man is choſen a member of Parliament, neither 
he nor his conſtituents know what bills are to be brought in, nor 
«what arguments are to be uſed, for or againſt any of them. 
His eleQors can therefore give him no inſtructions how he is 
to vote in any caſe z nor is he bound to follow them if they 
do. He is to follow the dictates of his own judgment and 
_ conſcience, And whether he is choſen by many or by few, 
whether choſen every year, or every ſeven years, his judg- 
ment is neither more or leſs likely to coincide with the judg- 
- ment of the multitude. This, by the way, ſhews what we 
_  ought:to think of thoſe men, who, in order to obtain their 
election, cajole their conſtituents with promiſes to follow 


their inſtructions. The moſt favourable opinion we can have 


of them is, that they make ſuch promiſes with a fixed reſolu- 
tion to break them; for unleſs this is the caſe, they muſt re- 


ſolve never to pay auy regard to their own conſcience or 


judgment. ; 
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3+ This reform could have no tendency to reduce oux 
taxes, nor to prevent our entering into new wars, by which 
our burdens may be increaſed. With regard to preſent taxes, 
I ſhall ſpeak more fully hereafter. With regard to war; it 
the nation were threatened by a foroign enemy, if any neigh- 
bouring nation ſhould cramp our trade, or otherwiſe injure or 
inſult us, I am perſuaded the people of Britain have more 
ſpirit than to ſuffer it without defending themſelves, Sup- 
poſing the body of the people averſe to war, it is plain from 
what has been ſaid, that this reform gives no additional ſecu- 
rity that Parliament will be of the ſame mind, But every 
one who knows any thing of our hiſtory muſt have perceived, 
that the people have always been as much inclined to war as 
either Court or Parliament. The wars, in the days of King 
William and Queen Anne, were undoubtedly popular. Nor 
was there ever any meaſure of adminiſtration, fince the Revo- 


lution, more unpopular than the peace in the latter end of 
Queen Anne's reign. Yet, by theſe wars the foundation of 
the ſyſtem of national debt was laid, The war which termi- 
nated in the year 1963, was undoubtedly the war of the peo- 
ple; and though the peace of that year was the moſt honour- 
2ble and advantageous to Britain, of any that ever ſhe enter- 
ed into, it may well be remembered how much it was blamed 
by the people, Indeed, if all the people in Britain could be 
made, inſtead of electors, members of Parliament, there is 
reaſon to think that we would be engaged in more wars than 
ever. 

4. Experience ſhews that we who have no vote in choo- 
ſing members of Parliament, ſuffer no inconvenience on that 
account: and we may be well aſſured, that if we could ob- 
tain a vote, it could be of no folid advantage to us. The 
town of ſedburgh has a vote, and the town of Hawick has 
none. Are the people of Hawick ſubject to any oppreſſive 
laws, from which they of Jedburgh are free? Are trade, 
manuſactures, or aay uſeful improvement, in a more flouriſh, 
ing tate, here than here? Or what have we to complain of, 

that does not lie equally heavy upon them? On the con- 
| K 
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trary, is it not manifeſt through all Btitain, that thoſe 
towns that have no concern in elections have riſen to opu- 
lence, and are riſing apace, while many of our Parliament 
boroughs are lolling in indolence, ſtrutting in pride, and 
ſinking into infignificance. Sheffield, Birmingham, Mancheſ- 
ter, Paiſley, permit me to add Hawick and Galaſhiels, are 
inſtances of the former: inftances of the latter are too com- 
mon to require ſpecification, Perhaps other cauſes may 
concur in producing this effect; but I am perſuaded it is 
not a little furthered by the exemption of thoſe towns from 
the hurry and buſtle, the riot and diſſipation, the corruption, 
perjury, and chicanery, that too frequently attend elections. 
Should we in this town, for inſtance, ever obtain a vote in 
elections, it could not better our condition. We might in- 
deed have an opportunity of ſpending a week or two, once 
in ſeven years, in drunkenneſs and debauchery, without much 
expence to ourſelves. We might have canvaſſing and cajo- 
ling, and ſwearing and bribing among us, as our neighbours 
have on every ſuch occaſion. Perhaps we might now and 
then have the pleaſure of ſeeing our magiſtrates degraded, 
our privileges ſuſpended, and ' commiſſioners appointed by a 
court of juſtice, to manage our public funds for ſeven years, 
as a puniſhment for our corruption. Our people, who now 
quietly mind their own buſineſs, and by honeſt induſtry 
make a decent proviſion for their families, would acquire ha- 
bits of idleneſs and vice. Our trade and manufactures 
would decline apace; and we would ſoon be remarkable for 
nothing, but poverty and pride. Unleſs we really wiſh for 
ſuch a change, we had much better content ourſelves as we 
are. | 

5. Beſides all this, we in Scotland ſhould conſider, that if 
any advantage is to be derived from a reform in Parliament, 
we could not enjoy an equal ſhare of it. We are limited 
by the Union to forty-five members in the Houſe of Com- 
mons. Suppoſing, as has been propoſed, that one hundred 
more members were added to that houſe, our proportion of 
theſe would be no more than eight. And what advantage 
could we gain, by having eight more noſes to ſhew ? Perhaps 
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we may be for breaking the Union, in hopes of ſending more 
repreſentatives to Parliament ; as, now-a-days, little regard 
Is paid to treaties entered into by our forefathers z but how 
do we know that our Engliſh brethren will be equally wil- 
ling to break it in this article? Perhaps we only want an in- 
creaſe of the number of electors, not of repreſentatives ; but 
what could that do for us? Is there any reaſon to think; that 
they who ſhould be choſen by the many, would be more 
worthy of the truſt, or would diſcharge it better, than they 
who have been hitherto choſen by the few ? In Scotland, a 
much ſmaller proportion of the people are electors than in 
England: but has there been, fince the Union, a ſmaller 
proportion of honeſt men, and friends to their country, among 
the Scottiſh, than among the Engliſh members? 

Upon the whole, the principal thing to be attended to, in 
the matter of repreſentation, is, that the members of the 
"Houſe of Commons, being choſen from among tlie people, 
ſhould never have an intereſt oppoſite to theirs; nor have it 
in their power to aggrandize or enrich themſelves at their 
expence, While they can make no laws; that ſhall not affect 
themſelves, as much as their fellow ſubjects, it is -compara- 
tively of very ſmall importance who their electors be. They 
will always be attentive to the intereſts of the people, and 
will oppole every oppreſſive law; for their own fakes. 

6. Suppoſing the propoſed reform to be both proper and 
neceſſary, this is ſurely no time for driving ſuch a meaſure. 
The nation is engaged in war; the legiſlature, as well as ad- 
miniſtration, muſt have their attention engaged to that, and 
other matters of preſent neceſſity: And they cannot have 
ſuch leiſure to deliberate upon the buſineſs of reform, as the 
importance of the affair would require. Things may appeat 
eaſy in theory, which are found very difficult when we come 
to reduce them to praftice. And, as no plan of reform 
has yet been propoſed by our Friends of the People, it is im- 
poſſible for them to foreſee what difficulties may occur, either 
in the formation of the plan, or in the execution of it: 
more eſpecially as few of them have ever had an apportu- 
pity to know much about affairs of ſtate. How many, for 
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ee, are to be added to the number of our repreſents- 
tives ? Who ate to have a right to be electors? What num- 
ber of people are to ſend a member to Parliament? or how 
| ſhall the numbers at each election be aſcertained, as they 
are always fluQtuating ? What proportion of the repreſentation 
ſhall be attached to the ſoil; what to property, and what to 
population ? And how are theſe differences to be aſcertain- 
ed?. How ſhall the proportion between England and Scot- 
land be fixed to mutual ſatisfaction? What compenſation 
ſhall be given to our rotten boroughs, for the loſs of their 
privileges, or to our freeholders, for dividing their rights with 


the multitude? Above all, how ſhall the balance of ous. 


conſtitution be preſerved ; and what ſecurity fhall we have, 
that by looſing a ſew pins, we ſhall not bring down the 
whole fabric about our ears? Surely all theſe, and many 
other difficulties that might occur, would require more de- 
liberation, than can be beſtowed upon hon at the preſent 


criſis, 
Neither can it be diſſembled, that the SIP ſtate of the 


country is very unfavourable to ſuch an attempt, The minds 


of men are now as much divided about political ſubjects, as 
they haye long been about matters of religion. Some are for 
a reform, and others againſt it. Some will have it now, and 


others at a more convenient time. Some will have royalty 
aboliſhed, and all titles of honour ; and ſome will be ſatisfied 


with a more equal repreſentation in the Houſe of Commons. 
Some will have annual Parliaments, and ſome wiſh them trien- 
nial. Some cry out of one thing, ard ſome of another: every 
one complains moſt loudly of what bears hardeſt upon himſelf. 
And perhaps our reformers themſelves would not eaſily agree 


among themſelves, as to what degree of reformation ſhould be 


adopted. 
But what, above all other things, renders this attempt un- 


ſeaſonable at this time, is, that they who are moſt clamorous 


for a reform, only wiſh for it as a ſtep towards the total over- 
throw of our conſtitution, and the reducing to practice the 


* 


whole ſyſtem diſſeminated by Thomas Paine and his followers. 


— 
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Charity obliges us to think, chat there are many who are pre- 
vailed with, in the ſimplicity of their hearts, to join the cry 
for reform, who would abhor the thoughts of deſtroying the 
conſtitution. But is there any doubt that the leaders of our 
new aſſociations adopted Paine's principles without reſerve, 
and avowed themſelves advocates for a total revolution, till 
they found government in earneſt to puniſh the ſeditious ? 
And if they durſt, would they not be as loud ſtill for a revo- 
lution, as they now are for a reform? They hope, that if a 
reform to their mind could be obtained, a few more men 
might be got into Parliament of their own kidney; and then 
they would find it eaſter to execute the reſt of their plan. 
We have a few atheiſts, murderers, and pick-pockets, a few 
diſcontented, ambitious, and turbulent men in Britain, as well 
as in other nations. Theſe men fee what ſucceſs their bre- 
 thren elſewhere have had, in worming themſelves into power, 
in overturning all government and all religion, in deſtroying 
liberty, property, and perſonal ſecurity, and in bringing to 
the guillotine all who were objects of their emulation or re- 
ſentment . Their ambition is hereby ſet og fire. They long 
to taſte the ſweets of arbitrary power: and they do not yet 
deſpair of turning this land of liberty into another ſcene of 
- confuſion, blood, and horror, for that purpoſe. While ſuch 
hopes are entertained, is this a time to talk of reform ! 

7. If this reform were both neceſſary and ſeaſonable, the 
methods taken to obtain it are far from being warrantable. 
They are pregnant with miſchief. To form ſocieties or aſſo- 
ciations, in different parts of the united kingdom, under what- 
ever deſignation, —to chuſe deputies in theſe ſocieties, —of 
theſe deputies, together with others from a neighbouring king- 
dom, to ere& a convention,—and in that convention to diſcuſs 
the buſineſs of the nation at large, aud concert meaſures, in 
avowed oppolition to the conſtituted authorities ;—what 1s all 
this, but to ſet up a government within a government ? Do 
not theſe men uſurp the authority of Parliament; and prtacti- 
cally declare, that if Parliament will not come into their mea- 
ſures, they mean to carry them by force ; yea, to execute, as 
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well as to enact by their own authority, if they can but tiaks 
their party ſtrong enough. If ſuch proceedings are not pu: 
niſhable by law, it muſt only be, becauſe nothing of the kind 
having ever been attempted in former times, there has nevet 
been occaſion to make any law againſt them. The permiſſion 
of ſuch enormities is the ſtrongeſt evidence, that, inſlead of a 
| tyrranical government, we live under the mildeſt on earth®, 

For the meeting of the French convention there was ſome 

reaſon ; becauſe the ſecond National Aſſembly had fo much 
wiſdom left as to diſſolve themſelves, and deſert tbe helm 
which they could no longer guide ; and they left no conſtitu- 
ted authority in France. But to ſet up the image of the 
French convention among us, while the known and eſtabliſhed 
authorities remain, is the moſt flagrant attempt that ever was 
made, to ſubvert all order, and introduce confuſion and every 
evil work. 5 NE: 

The Britiſh people "ak. an unqueſtioned right to petition 
the King, or either houſe of Parliament, Their petitions, . 
however unreaſonable, if but conceived in decent terms, will 
be received; and if they are reaſonable, I hope they will be 
granted. But ſurely the legiſlature muſt kave a right to de- 
termine whether petitions ſhall be granted or not; otherwiſe, 
why petition them ? It is among the other excellencies of our 
conſtitution, that it has the principles of reform within itſelf: 
If defects ſhould be found in it, or ſhould creep into it through 
the lapſe of time, as nothing human is either perfe& or per- 
manent,—it belongs to the Legiſlature to reform theſe de- 
fects: they have power to do it; and I hope they will do it, 
if dutifully applied to. But to attempt to over-awe the Le- 
giſlature, and influence by clamour, or by the appearance of 


* Since writing the above, I am happy to hear that the Magiſ- 
trates of the city and county of Edinburgh have prohibited the 
meeting of the pretended convention in their bounds ; for which 
they deſervedly have the thanks of the friends of tranquility and 
order, both there and in other places. 


(0-13 


numbers, their deciſions, —what is it, but an attempt, an im- 
potent attempt I hope it will prove, to deſtroy their authority, 
and put the actual exerciſe of ſovereignty in the hands of the 
populace ? | | 


From the time that the Jacobin Club at Paris, in concert 


with other aſſociations of the ſame ſort in other parts of the 
kingdom, and in conjunction with the mob of Paris, took upon 
them to decide upon the general buſineſs of the nation, and to 
preſcribe meaſures to what was called the Legiſlative Aſſem- 


bly, —every thing has ruſhed into confuſion in France. The 


preſent Convention, ever fince it met, has been no more than 
a tool in the hands of the Jacobin Club and the Paris rabble: 
and the world has been witneſs to the dreadful conſequences. 
Similar cauſes will always produce fimilar effects. If ever our 
clubs and Conventions ſhall become ſo powerful as to be able 
to dictate to Parliament, or if Parliament ſhall become fo 
weak, in point of intelleQs, as to ſuffer them to attempt it 
with impunity, that day will put an end to all regular go- 
vernment and ſubordination among us. Our happy conſtitu- 
tion, the work of ages, and the admiration of mankind, will 


go to wreck in one hour; and the ſame ſcene will be ated. 


here, that has been in rehearſal, for eighteen months paſt, on 
the other-fide of the channel. | 
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ESSAY VI. 


ON LIBERTY AND EQUALITY, 


HAT!“ ſay our modern innovators, “ ſhall we be 
e precluded from ſeeking the redreſs of our grie- 
% vances, in what way, or by what means we pleaſe? Are 
not liberty and equality the natural rights of men? And 
who ſhall deprive us of the one or of the other?“ Liberty 
is, doubtleſs, one of the molt valuable earthly bleflings ; but, 
like all others, it is liable to be abuſed. Often has it been 
employed as a cloak of licentiouſneſs; but it is unly of late 
that it has been coupled with equality. Let us examine, 
with candour, this new aſſociation. | | 
\ Liberty is one of thoſe things of which every man has 
ſome kind of conception, but which no man finds. it eaſy to 
define. Paſſing over the various deſcriptions that have been 
given of it, it is manifeſt that perfect liberty muſt conſiſt in an 
unlimited power of doing æuhat one pleaſes ; or of following the 
dictates of one's own will, without any reſtraint from without 
himſelf. But it is equally manifeſt, that this ſort of liberty 
is competent to God only : becauſe none but he has a right 
to make his own ſovereign will the ſole rule of his actions. 
Or if anyscreature enjoy it, it muſt be a creature, whoſe will 
is exactly conformable to his. The will of God is the ſu- 
preme rule of conduct to all rational creatures, as well as to 
himſelf; as none but He can be independent. He made his 
will known to the firſt man, by writing his law in his heart: 
but this laid no reflraint upon him till fin entered; becauſe he 
followed his own will, in yielding obedience to his Creator. 
When {in ſhall be totally aboliſhed in the people of God, and 
their will reſtored to its primitive conformity to the will of 
God, they will then be reſtored to perfect liberty; becauſe 
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they will fulfil their own will, in doing the will of their God 
and Saviour; and will be incapable to take pleaſure in any 
thing that he prohibits. This is the caſe, even in this world, 
as far as they are ſanctified: Hence, like David; they walk 
ar liberty; becauſe they ſeek God's precepts. This is that 
glorious liberty, wherewith Chriſt hath made us free. 

But, as all men, whether ſaints or ſinners, while in this 
life, have much corruption about them, their wills muſt al- 
ways be inclined, more or leſs, to what is contrary to God's 
will, and is prohibited by his law. That law, therefore, will 
always prove a great reſtraint upon the liberty of mortals. 
Suppoſing mankind to be in what is called the ſtate of nature, 
before the formation of ſociety, or the erection of govern- 
ment of! any kind: in that caſe; no man was under any ſub- 
jection to the will of any fellow. creature, nor was his will 
under any other reſtraint but the law of nature, Even in 
that ſtate he could have no right to kill, to lie, or do any 
thing elſe which God in that law had forbidden. Thus, every 
man would have had an unreſtrained right to follow his own 
will, as far as it was agreeable,to the law of nature. And 
this is preciſely what ought to be called natural liberty. 

Though this natural liberty can never be incteaſed by any 
human inſtitution ; becauſe men can never have power to 
aboliſh, or to leſſen the obligation of the law of God; yet 
this liberty may be abridged by human authority; and mult 
be ſo wherever ſociety exiſts, When any number of men 
ſet up any form of government among themſelves, they mult 
not only fix certain regulations, at the firſt; according to which 
they will be governed; but they mult likewiſe eſtabliſh, in 
ſome hand or other, a power of making laws for time to come. 
Every member of that ſociety muſt give up his natural liber- 
ty, fo far, as not only to ſubmit to the fundamental regula- 
tions formally agreed to by the whole, but alſo to the will of 
thoſe who form the legiſlature in the ſociety, in all things 
that are not contrary to the law of nature. But he parts 
with this portion of his natural liberty, only upon condition 
of his being ſo protected by the community, or by thoſe to 
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whoſe hands the adminiſtration is entruſted, that none may 
have power to lay any reſtraint upon his will, but what je- 
laid upon him by the laws of God or his country. 2 is 
what has been called civil liberty. Fi 0 

Hence it is manifeſt, that no man, in the due 3 . 
reaſon, will ever claim the unreſtrained uſe of natural liberty 
in the ſocial ſtate. The will of every individual ' muſt be ſub- 
ject to the public will. But if the government is rightly con- 
ſtituted, every one has a ſufficient compenſation for that por- 
tion of his liberty which he gives up, in the protection which 
he enjoys under the wings of the law. And no man has 
ground to complain, while no reſtraint is laid upon him by 
the public will, but what is for the general good. 

Every one knows that all governments are not alike friend- 
ly to liberty. Some allow the ſubje& to retain a greater ſhare 
of his natural liberty, and ſome a leſs. And that government 
is always the beſt, where moſt of it is ſuffered to remain, pro- 
vided the ends of government are gained. This is the very 
thing, that, above all others, ſhews the excellence of our go- 
vernment, oat conſtitutes Britiſh liberty. We are not only 
ſecured againſt ſubjection to the will of any man, or any ſet 
of men, contrary to law; but the law itſelf allows us to fol- 
low the dictates of our own will in more caſes, and lays us 
under fewer reſtraints, than the laws of any other country 
do. A Britiſh ſubje& may do with himſelf, and with all that 
is his own, juſt what he pleaſes, ſo long as he does no injury 
to his fellow-ſubjeQs, or to the community at large. 

It is likewiſe evident, that it is impoſſible to frame any go- 
vernment in ſuch a manner, as that all who live under it 
| ſhould be-alike free. Suppoſing a government ſo perfect as 
| to have every law enacted, that could conduce to the good of py 
the nation, and no more, it is evident, that, the man who was 
moſt diſpoſed to promote the public good, would always have 
molt liberty: becauſe, in doing what he pleaſed; he would 
juſt do what the law required. On the other hand, if there 
exiſted in that nation, an enemy to his country, or one who 
wiſhed to promote his own intereſt, by oppreſſing or injuring 
his INES, * man would live under continual te- 
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1 He Gals be a ſave in the midſt of a free nation; ; 


becauſe he could never follow his own will, without tranſ- 
greſſing the laws. Hence it follows, that, under every good 
government, the moſt virtuous man is always moſt free; ; and 
the moſt wicked will always be under the greateſt reſtraint. 
No government can be ſaid to be unfriendly to liberty, be- 
cauſe the covetous man is reſtrained from ſtealing. or the man 
of blood from murder. It is the principal end of laws to pre- 
vent ſuch men from following the dictates of their depraved 
will: and when laws cannot do it, they muſt be reſtrained 
by puniſhments, It is therefore nothing to the diſadvantage 
of any government, to find wicked men complaining of want 
of liberty under it, while the honeſt, induſtrious, virtuous ci- 
tizen feels himſelf under no reſtraint. And this affords no 
ſmall preſumption i in favour of our conſtitution. They among 


us, who, ſince the days of Wilkes and liberty, have always 


been moſt clamorous for more liberty, have been the very 
| perſons who ſtood moſt in need of the reſtraints of law, 

This obſervation is peculiarly applicable to thoſe men who 
are continually harping upon the Liskarr or Tut Pres. 
This branch of civil liberty, as well as every other, however 
valuable, muſt have its bounds. . If every man was to be al- 
lowed to publiſh what he pleaſes, without being anſwerable 
for it when publiſhed, as well might every one be permitted 
to do what he will, without being anſwerable for what he 
does. To every man of common generoſity, his reputation 
is as dear as his life. A public ſlanderer, therefore, is as 


dangerous an enemy to ſociety, as an aſſaſſin. And to give 


free toleration to the one is equally pernicious as to grant jt 
to the other, A libel upon the conſtitution and laws of the 
country is ſurely as prejudicial as a libel upon a private cha- 


rater. It is a peculiar happineſs of Britiſh ſubjects, that 


every one is at liberty freely to publiſh, as well as to ſpeak 
his ſentiments, concerning public meaſures. This is an ad- 
vantage to the conſtitution, and even to adminiſtration ; be- 


cauſe they have, thereby, an opportunity to avail themſelves 


of the wiſdom of individuals, not connected with government; 
but this liberty may be abuſed. A man may ſpeak treaſon, 
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and why. may he not print it? And if he who ſpeaks it in a 
pri vate company may be puniſhed, why ſhould not” he' wha 
ſpreads it through the whole nation by his writings. Men 
of loyal, peaceable, or even moderate principles, feel them- 
ſelves under no reſtraint ; and if ſeditious men are in high 
| dudgeon, becauſe they are not allowed to ſow the ſeeds of re- 
bellion with impunity, it is no more to be wondered at, than 
a thief's crying out againſt the gallows. 

That liberty of the preſs, which is the acknowledged birth- 
right of every Britiſh ſubjeQ, does not conſiſt in being allow- 
ed to publiſh what one pleaſes, without being accountable for 
it. But * preciſely in this, that neither courts of Juſtice, 

% nor any other judges whatever, are allowed to take any 
notige of writings intended for the preſs ; but are confined 
„ to thoſe which are actually publiſhed ; and in theſe caſes, 
4 muſt proceed by trial by jury. See De Lolme, p."299." 

- Or, to uſe the words of a learned Judge, © It conſiſts in lay- 
i ing no previous reſtraints upon publications, and not in 
“freedom from cenſure for criminal matter when publiſhed. 

« Every free man has an undoubted right to lay what ſenti- 
« ments he pleaſes before the public: to forbid this is to 
« deſtroy the freedom of the preſs; but if be publiſhes what 
« js improper, miſchievous, or illegal, he muſt take the con- 
« ſequence of his own temerity,” See Blackſibne's Com. 
vol. iv, p. 1 cr, 152. This is all the liberty that even Mr 
Erſkine pleads for, in his celebrated ſpeech at Mr Paine's 
trial. The general principles laid down in that ſpeech, no 
man in Britain will deny. His application of them to the 
cauſe he was defending, every one will excuſe ; becauſe, as a 
lawyer, he would conſider himſelf ag bound to ſay whatever 
he could for his client. But not one word did he ſay, tend- 
ing to prove that Mr Paige deſerved no puniſhment for what 
he had publiſhed.” Only he had uſed his privilege, in publiſh- 
ing what he pleaſed: and if he had done wrong, was to 
5 take the conſequence. When I read that ſpeech, I took it 
for granted, that he would have been hiſſed at, by all the | 
Friends of Mr Paine's doctrine, as having deſerted the cauſe: 
pod I dare ſay, he himſelf was ſurpriſed, as well as many others, 
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at the very different reception they gave him. Indeed, if 
doctrines as inimical to the. conſtitution and peace of any 
country, were allowed to be publiſhed in that country, with 
impunity, there would be an end of all government, and of 
all order. Were Mr Paine now to publiſh any thing as ini- 
mical to the French Convention, and their new-fangled 
conſtitution, he would inſtantly meet with that fate which, in 
his preſent impriſonment, he has good reaſon to fear is not 
very diſtant. 

It is well known, that, from the Union of the two . 
till the year 1694, which was ſix years after the Revolution, 
nothing was ſuffered to be publiſhed, till it had paſſed through 
the hands of a licenſer appointed by the court, and had re- 
ceived his imprimatur, This was to cramp the liberty of the 
preſs. Yet ſomething like this is practiſed to this day, in 
- moſt other nations, and even in ſome republics. Among us 
now,/after a man has publiſhed what he thinks fit, without 
any. to interrupt him, if he comes to be tried for it, it muſt 
be/ by a jury of his countrymen. And that jury are allowed 
to determine, not only whether he publiſhed what he is 
charged with, or not; but alſo whether or not it is a libel. 
The man who deſires any liberty to the preſs beyond this, b 
muſt have a bad reaſon for fuch a deſire, 

There is ſtill another kind of liberty, of which I beg leave 
toſay a word or two. At whatever period of ſociety, a 
people receives a revelation of the will of God; ſuch as we 
believe to be contained in the Holy Scriptures, this revela- 

tion muſt tend, in ſome reſpect, to reſtrain men's liberty; 
becauſe, by it the will of God is made known more perfectly 
chan by the law of nature; and, as it requires duties which 
the other did not require, ſo it prohibits ſome things as ſin- 
ful, which the other could not diſcover to be ſo, Such a 
revelation muſt affect the legiſlative authority, in every na- 
tion where it is received, as well as the ſubjets. For as no | 
human authority can enact laws inconſiſtent with the law of 
nature; ſo neither can human authority have any right to 
enact laws contrary to revelation, which proceeds from the 
ſame divine ſource, Every perſon, thereſore, who believes 
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divine revelation, muſt be freely allowed to do what God re. 
quires, 'and to abſtain from what he forbids, without being 
reſtrained in theſe matters by the will of any man, or of any 
faciety. This is what we; have been accuſtomed to call 
religious liberty. 

Divine Revelation is chiefly verſant about things that could 
not have been known without it : and therefore things that 
cannot properly come under the cognizance of human laws, 
which muſt all be founded on the light and law of nature, 


Revelation does neither enlarge nor infringe political liberty. | 


It neither extends nor contracts civil authority: it deſtroys 
not, but confirms the obligation of civil and municipal laws, 


unleſs they are indonſiſtent with the laws of God. On the 


other hand, the duties which revelation impoſes, unleſs in as - 
far as they were previouſly required by the law of nature, 
ure ſuch as could have been enjuined by no human authority ; 
nor can any buman authority infringe the liberty of Chriſ. 


tians, by requiring other duties of a fimilar nature, For in- 


ſtance : God himſelf has determined how, when, and with 
what he is to be worſhipped ; and He only had a right to do 
ſo. As no human. legiflature bas a right to prohibit that 
worſhip which He hath inſtituted ; ſo, if any human legifla- 
tor ſhould pretend to enjoin us to worſhip Him, by ceremo- 
nies and ſervices which He has not required, or to employ 
in His worſhip certain days and times which He has not 
appointed to be ſo employed; the province of God' is 
thereby invaded, and the liberties of his people infringed. 

Still more guilty ſhould that man be, of whatever civil au- 
thority he be lawfully poſſeſſed, who ſhould take upon him 
to increaſe our liberty, by ſetting us free from thoſe laws, 
which God in the word of revelation bas impoſed. Nor can 
any of the powers of this world be guiltleſs in pretending to 
add ſanctions to the peculiar laws of revelation, or to enforce 
obedience to them by civil pnniſhments. This is ta ſuppoſe 
that God's authority is not ſufficient to produce obedience 
to his own laws, or that the puniſhments, which he has de- 


nounced againſt the ny” of them, are not ade · 
quate. | 


657 | 
By revelation, God has erected a ſociety in the world, 


which is called the Church, eſſentially different from all ice, 
cieties of human formation. She owes her being to a diving g, 


institution: : they depend, for their exiſtence, upon the ap- 


pointments of men. They are erected for ſecuring 


to mankind, in this world, ſuch a degree of outward. 
happineſs, as their tranſient and imperfe& ſtate admits of: 


but he is ſet up as a nurſery for another world, that men 
may be prepared for perfect happineſs in the eternal ſtate, 
and ſafely conducted to it. This ſpiritual ſociety extends 


over all the places of the world, where the Chriſtian reli- 


gion is received: and all that make profeſſion of that reli- 
gion, together with their children, are members of it. Their 
being members of it, makes no alteration with reſpect to 
their memberſhip in civil ſociety; but lays them under ad- 
ditional obligations to perform the duties of their political 


ſtations, reſpeQively, whether they be magiſtrates or ſubjects, 
maſters or ſervants, bondmen or free. But, under whatever 


form of civil government her members live, Jeſus Chriſt 


alone is her King, By Him is her conſtitution and form of 


government appointed : from Him all her laws and ordinan- 
ces derived: and by His authority alone they are to be exe- 
cuted, They are inforced, not by civil ſanctions, by puniſh- 
ments to be ipflifted on men's bodies, or affecting their out · 
ward eſtates; but partly by thoſe wholeſome cenſures, that 
He has given, for edification, and not for deſtruction; the 
ſevereſt of which is excluſion from her communion; and 
partly by that final ſentence, which Himſelf in perſon will 
paſs upon every man according as his works ſhall be. 

Of thoſe ſpiritual rights and liberties, which God by reve- 
tion hath beſtowed upon hjs people, they cannot diveſt 


themſelves, ſor the fake of ſociety, as they may of their 


natural liberty : becauſe they are a truſt committed to them, 
for which they muſt be anſwerable to the Giver, and without 
which the proper order and form of the- ſociety cannot be 
maintained, 'The law of nature itſelf, from which all natu- 
ral rights are derived, points out civil government, as the 
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' belt mean of fecuring the moſt valuable of theſe tights, to 
individuals and to ſociety. The ſame law, which | gives us 

natural liberty, and the rights depending on it, and allows 
us to exerciſe theſe rights in perſon, while we have not the 
benefit of civil goverainent, requires us to abridge that liber- 
ty, and to give up a part of the rights belonging to it, into 
the hands of civil rulers, for the public good, as ſoon as ſych 
rulers are regularly ſet up. As for religious liberty, and the 
rights depending on it, the ſame revelation from which they 
| ate derived, forbids us to part with any of them 1 expreſsly 
requiring us to ſlanu hy in the TY anni Chrif hath 
made us free. * r %% 20 
The want of a due 9 1 to theſe Ut between 
- theſe two Torts of liberty, and the rights depending on them 
reſpectively, may lead perſons into vety groſs miſtales. On . 
the one hand, ſome who have a becoming zeil for” religious 
© liberty, and are aware of the neceſſity of contenditig Tor” it, 
may appreliend that natural liberty” is "equally mbioläble; 
and that they ſhould be equally guilty in giving up any 

Fart of it. But it is impoſſible that the ends of the law of 

nature, can be gained; If the ſocial ſtate, without: every i in- 

"" Lividual giving up a portion of his natural libetty ; while 

* the ends of revelation 'are counteracted, as far 4s Chriftiati 

liberty is infringed: —— Some, on the other hand, may fina- 

| gine, that, becauſe religious liberty is ad valuable as civil, * 

and civil liberty, when attacked, may be ' defended” by the 

| ſword; therefore religious liberty muſt bed defended in the 
fame __ If our civil rights and liberties are in real dan= 

"gets they muſt be ſupported by fuch means and weapons as 

are in the hands of civil ſociety, .] But our Chrifti an | liberty, 

„ and, the rights belonging to it, are ; only t to be defended by 

ſuch weapong as the word of God has furniſhed us with. If 

any wan take the ſmord for. ſuch A purpoſe, | the King of 
the church bas ſaid, he ſhall, periſh-, by the word, And 
4 e. 19 make ule; of any * carnal - 


weapon. 


Wo! 


Not. 


As 
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When Satan, like a great red dragon, made war againſt 
the ſaints, by means of the Roman empire in its Pagan Nate, 
they overcame him, only by the Blood of the Lamb, and by the 
word of their teffimony, Rev. xii. 11. Without intermed- 
| dling with civil affairs, or making uſe of any methods, which 
carnal policy might have dictated, to procure a government 
more favourable to their religious rights or liberties ; they 
ſatisfied themſelves with ufing ſuch means as were competent 
to every one, in his own place and ſtation, to further the 
ſpreading of the goſpel, with enjoying among themſelves, in 
ferret, when they durſt not publicly, thoſe privileges which 
belonged to them as Chriftians, —with obſerving the ordi- 
nances of Chriſt, and performing the duties which his law 
required, towards one another, and towards all men. By 
theſe, and by a patient bearing of all their ſufferings, they 
. contributed more to the maintenance and propagation of 
their religion, than ever they could have done, by any of 
thoſe means that are employed in civil conteſts, And the 
men were at length aſhamed, who falſely accuſed their good 
converſation in Chriſt. | 

Upon this principle have Seceders ed be We 
could have no occaſion for a ſeparation from the church eſta- 
bliſhed by law, if we did not think that there is ſomething 
wrong in that eſtabliſhment. Againſt the ecclefiaſtical part 
of our conſlitution, we have always borne teſtimony, as pres 
judicial to the liberties of Chriſt's ſubjects, as well as to the 

prerogatives pf his crown. But, alang with this teſtimony, 
we have ever ſatisfied ourſelves with practiſing among our- 
ſelyes thoſe duties which we think the law of Chriſt requires; 
and enjoying thoſe liberties and privileges that he has be- 
queathed to us. In this we have met with no interruption 
from our civil rulers : and we have never thought it neceſſa- 
ry to ule any other means to bring about reformation. Let 
us not now provoke adminiſtration, and draw down perſecu- 
tion upon our own heads, by attempting to promote the 
cauſe of Chrift, or the intereſts of his ſpiritual kingdom, by 
ſuch methods as himſelf never appointed for ſuch a purpoſe, 

M ; 


1 00 


It is long ſince the Spirit of God . us, that ecelefattical 
reform muſt be brought about by other means. Not by mig bi, 
wor by power ; but Ly my Spirit, ſaith the Lord. Zech. iv. 6. 
When God's time ſhall come to pour out this Spirit upon all 
fleſh, according to his promiſe, the true diſtinction between 
the kingdom of Chriſt and the kingdoms of this world will 
be fully and generally known, Both kings, and ſubjects will 


count it their honour to diveſt themſelves of all that they 
have uſurped from the crown of Chriſt, and to deſiſt from all 


oppreſſion of God's heritage: reformation will be brought 
about without noiſe or tumult; and the flilI ſmall. voice of 
the goſpel will be of more uſe for that purpoſe, than all the 
clubs, conventions, ar affociations, that ever men can form. 
Let us aſſociate ourſelves, as we have done hitherto, for the 
purpoſes of Chriſtian fellowſhip, and ſocial worſkip:: but 1 
tremble at the thoughts of our attempting to promote the 
cauſe of truth, or of Chriſtian liberty, by joining in political 


aſſociations, to diſturb the peace of our country, with men 


who are as much enemies to our religion, as they are to our 
political c e ä 


Having faid this much of liberty, let us now take a view 


of her baſtard filter Eguality. But here, I am afraid, we have 


got Proteus by the neck. No perſon can tell us what this 


equality is, that ſome men plead for. If we hunt it down in 


one ſhape, it inſtantly aſſumes another, and we know not 
what we are contending about. CE” LIES | 

If they only mean, that every good ſubject ſhould enjoy an 
equal ſhare. of civil liberty, an equal protection of law, and 
an equal ſecurity for his perſon and property, this kind of 
equality we all admit; and, thanks to kind Providence, we 
all enjoy it; unleſs we have forfeited it by our crimes, Am 
not I as much under the protection of the law, as the Duke 
of Buccleugh i is? Have not I the ſame ſecurity for my ſmall 
pittance, as he has for his princely eftate ? If any man injure 
me, have I not the ſame recourſe to the laws of my country, 
as he would in a ſimilar caſe? If his Grace himſelf ſhould 


ever ſo far change | his diſpoſition or conduct, as to become 


1 

my oppreſſor, bave I not the ſame acceſs to a court of juſtice, 
and the ſame proſpect of having juſtice done me, as he would 
have; if I ſhould treſpaſs againſt him? It is poſſible, indeed, 
that a corrupt judge; influenced by his rank, or his riches, 
might paſs: an unjuſt ſentence againſt me : but it is likewiſe 
poſlible; that a judge of ſtrong feelings, ſympathizing with 
me in the uneqtal conteſt, might give a partial deciſion in 
my favour ; otherwiſe the law of God had never forbidden, 
to countenance a poor man in his cauſe. Exod. x8iii. 3. And, 
till there ceaſe to be corruption in human nature, no law 
nor government on earth can prevent inſtances of that kind. 
But they who have made the trial can witneſs, that there are 
fewer ſuck inſtances in Britain, than under any other govern- 
ment in Europe, or any that evet was in it. (See De Lolme, 
Chap: vi. throughout.) Nor is there any doubt, that my 
opponent might. better afford 'to bear the expences of the law- 
ſuit; and therefore might find means to protract it till my 
ſmall finances were exhauſted. But in that caſe I can get 
upon the poor's roll; and an atteſtation of this by the Mini- 
ſter of the pariſh, will procure me law for nought. What can 
human wiſdom do more, to ſet us upon an equal footing, un- 
leſs there was an equal drviſion of property between bim and 
Such an equality of property, we are told, by do not 
plead for: and no man of underſtanding will plead for it. It 
may eaſily be believed, that the leaders of our aſſociations, 
if they could ſucceed in their ambitious views, would wiſh to 
keep the largeſt ſhare of the property to themſelves. But 
no perſon can be ignorant, that many of the deluded: people, 
whom they have prevailed with to Join their Societies, and 
ſubſcribe their papers, look forward to ſuch an Equaliza- | 
tion of Property, as one effect of the reform expected z and 
this proſpect i is the wribcipal thing that engages them to the 
eaule. | 
Some tell us, that what they contend for, is an equal eli 
gibility to places ol power and truſt under government : and 
this, alſo in a certain ſenſe, we enjoy. The law, indecd, re- 
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quires cextain,qualications in, thoſe who paſeſs duch Placess 
but any Britiſh ſubjeR may enjoy them, upon qualifying bim- * 
ſelf as the law. directs. Seceder as I am, there is no law to 
prevent his Majeſty from appointing me Prime Miniſter. 
And if be does, I have it in my choice, either to accept the 
appointment, and qualify myſelf for it, by taking the oathe, 
and the Sacramental Teſt, as the law directs, or adhere to my 
principles, and refuſe the appointment, becauſe I will not 
qualify, If the alternative was between fin and ſuffering, 
every Chriſtian ſhould know what choice to. make : but here 
there is no ſuffering on either ſide, I have only to chuſe, 
whether I ſhall enjoy riches, and honour and ppwer, at the 
expence of my principles, or keep a clear conſcience, and con- 
tinue as I am. To be a Miniſter of State is none of the na- 
tural and unalienable rights of man: and I am deprived of 
none of my rights, by being kept from that office, . 

But, though the actual enjoyment of civil offices aud 
« places is no man's right; yet eligibility to ſuch offices is 
© every man's right, and why ſhould we be deprived of it?“ 
I ſhall never ſtand up to vindicate any law or cuſtom, that 
lays a mam under ſuch diſabilities, or prevents his enjoying 
any office in the ſtate, on account of bis religious opinions, 
provided he is otherwiſe a good ſubject. But the true rea- 
ſon why difſenters lie under ſuch - diſabilivies; is becauſe the 
Legiſlature does not conſider them as being as good ſubjects, 
and as friendly to the conſtitution, as thoſe of the National 
Church. Let us not confirm. that prejudice, by taking part 
in meaſures of ſedition : but let us, by exemplary loyalty, and 
by ſapporting the conſtitution of our country againſt all ſuch 
meaſures, and againſt all the abettors of ſuch een ove” 
ourſelves to be good ſubjects indeed · 

But why ſhould we contend about a phantom? And what elſe 
but a phantom is this eligibility ? What avails it me, that oo 
law preeludes me from an office, for which nature never Jun 
lißed me, or from which providence. has ſet me at ſuch a ; dif. + 
tance, that I can never have any reaſonable hope of enjoying 
ie! Valeſs we arc influenced by ambition, or e 
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— fordid,/ this kind of equality will-never Be | 
confidered by us as an object worth contending about; much 
leſs/an object, on account of which we may embroil our coun- 
try} or involve it in anarchy and canfuſion. 

Our friends muſt acknowledge, that they who are — 
with the ſupreme power, in any nation, muſt have a right to 
nominate . whom they think moſt proper to inferior offices 
under them. And they cannot ſay, that any man is deprived 
of his right, becauſe he is paſſed by in ſuch nomination. Or 
will they maintain, that though no man can be born a king, 
one 'may be born a Miniſter'of State, a Judge, or a General 
in the army ?—They muſt likewiſe allow, that laws may be 
made without injuſtice, excluding men, who are acknow- 
ledged good ſubjects, from certain places of power, truſt or 
dignity ia the ſlate. Is not a ſeat in the Houſe of Commons 
a place of as high truſt as any that the nation has to beſtow ? 2 
Would they think it reaſonable that Peers, Officers of the 
Exciſe, or Commiſſioners of the Cuſtoms, ſhould be rendered 
eligible to a ſeat in that Houſe ? Or do they think, that a 
man's. being a. Lord, or an Exciſe Officer, deprives him . of any 
Ff the inviolable rights of man? 
But perhaps it is an equality of rank and dignity that we 
wiſn for. The Exench have aboliſhed all titles of honaur, 
and why ſhould not we? Why ſhould one man be called 
„ my Lord, and another his Grace, while a better man than 
© either is no more than plain John or Thomas!“ But, 
pray, what would be gained by ſuch equality, unleſs the gra- 
tification af ,envy ? This is no way neceſſary to R 
Government: Rome had ber Senators, her Patricians, and 
her Roman Knights, Theſe are the cheapeſt rewards that 
any government can beſtow, upon thoſe. ho have diftinguiſhed 
themſelves hy public uſcfuloeſs : rewards. which will be more 
valued, by men of generaus minds, than pecuniary ra ande 
would be; and, with us, they and upon ſuch * footing. as 
dean never be huctful to the commgnwealth. We have al; 
ready ſcen of zchat uſe the Houſe of J,oxds.is, is the Prixjth 
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Conſtitution : and What difference there is between bur no: 
bility and theirs in France,, There was perhaps a neeeſhty 
for ſetting the French nobility upon a new footing, for redu- 
cing their number, and aboliſhing ſome of their privileges: 
But the total abolition of all titles of honour was one of the 
moſt fooliſh acts of the French revolutioniſts, and perhaps one 
of the moſt ruinous. Had the people of that kingdom been 
protected againſt the encroachments of the Crown, by ſuch a 
nobility as ours is, their Kings had never riſen to arbitrary 
power. And had the throne been ſurrounded, adorned, and 
defended by ſuch a nobility, it had never been in the power 
of a junto, raiſed from the dregs of the people, aſſiſted by the 
 canaille ot Paris, to have aſſaulted the King in his own houſe; 
murdered his guards, thruſt himſelf and his innocent family 
into priſon, and afterwards brought them to. the block ; for 
no other crime, but his having exerciſed that right which was 
reſerved to him by the conſtitution, which they, as well as be; 
were {worn to maintain. I know he was chatged with at- 
tempting to ſubvert the conſtitution ; but ſuppoſing that charge 
proved, if that was criminal in him, how could they be inno- 
cent, when they overturned it at once? Beſides, in ſuppott 
of that, or any other charge of real criminality againſt himz 
or againſt his unhappy conſort, they produced no evidence, 
upon which any man of an unbiaſſed judgment would 'have 
hazarded the life of a dog. 4 
But the moſt rational account of chis equality which is now 
argued for, is, that it conſiſts in an equality of power, or poli- 
tical influence. The ſovereignty, and all the power of the 
ſtate, is radically in the people. This power the people ought 
to retain in their own hands. And if it were ſnared by all 
the people, every individual would be 4554555 part of a King. 
But, as we ſhall be allowed to cut off all women and chil- 
dren, and probably all menial ſervants, the number of thoſe 
who have a claim to the rights of man, may be computs 
ed at two millions. The ſovereignty therefore muſt be di- 
vided into as many ſhares, and of theſe every active citizen is 
to poſſeſ one, Doubtleſs this will be very juſt; when once 


1 


we have all government aboliſhed, and ourſelves reduced to 


that ſtate of perfect barbariſm, towards which our neighbours 
are faſt verging. But even if this were attained, an impor-" 
tant queſtion will ariſe, whether each will retain his portion” 
of ſovereignty in his own hands, or whether it ſhall be deput- 
ed ib#the' hands of repreſentatives? It is very probable that 
one part of the ſovereign people will be for the one method, 
and another part for the other. The people in and about 


Londen can meet together at a few hours warning, to the 


number of two hundred thouſand, if they can but find a place 
large enough to contain the aſſembly. Thus they can exer- 
eiſe their ſovereignty in perſon; and probably they would 
chuſe to do ſo. But our fans-culottes, in the highlands and 


iſlands of Scotland, muſt be contented with ſending repreſen- 
tatives; for it is impoſſible for them all to attend, as often as 


an aſſembly of the people ſhall be neceſſary. And who ſhall 


decide between their London brethren and them ? But the 
idea of a whole people, gathering from all parts of a country 
fo extenſive and ſo populous as Britain, to deliberate about 


the making of laws, i is ſo abſurd, that i it muſt, of neceſſity, be 


laid aſide. 


If we are agreed, that the rene is to be exerciſed by | 


repreſentatives, then equality is already deſtroyed. Each 


repreſentative is conſtituted a legiſlator ; he is inveſted with 


as many portions of the ſovereignty, as there were aclive ci- 
tizens who had a vote in chuſing him, while his electors them- 
ſelves ſink into mere ſubjects. But ſuppoſe it is only meant, 
that every man ſhould have an equal right to elect, and an 
equal influence in elections; let us ſee if even this be poſſible. 
I go do the place of election, without connections, without 
dependants, aud without any thing to ſupport my opinion, but 
the honeſty of my intentions, for every man mag be allowed 
to ſuppoſe himſelf honeſt. But I have a rich neighbour, who 
happens to be in the oppoſite intereſt, He comes, attended 
with 500 tenants and dependants, who all know that he can 
turn them eut from their farms or places, if they do not vote 
as he does, Where now is the equality between him and 
me ? It cannot exiſt without an equality of property. 
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Suppoſe this likewiſe obtained - All men come to the 
place of election upon a level; no one is worth one farthing 
more than another; and with perfect equality the election is 
got through. But before the year's end, one man has ſquan- 
dered his allotment of property in riot and diſſipation, and 
another has doubled his by laudable induſtry. Before a new 
election we muſt have a new diviſion of property. The in- 
duſtrious man is to be robbed of the fruit of his labour ; and 
it muſt become the reward of him who is a pelt to ſociety, 
| that at the election they may have equal influence. Suppoſe 
this new. diviſion made; (for what is impoſlible to a ſovereign 
- mab ?) the diſſipated wretch happens to be a man of abilities, 
and knows how to work upon the paſſions: of @ multitude : | 
the man of induſtry is a blunt; boneſt fellow, who contents 
himſelf with-faying aye or zo, The firſt makes a. vehement 
haravgue in favours of ſome unworthy candidate of his own 
kidney, and is followed with huzzas, and ecclamations of 
Paine for ever. The other can only ſay, Gentlemen, I vote 
& for ſuch a man, becauſe I know him to be an honeſt man, 

* and a friend of his country :” and nobody attends to him, 
The libertine, of conſequence, carries the election by a great 
majority, and the friend of his country is rejected. Thus, to 
maintain an equality of influence, even in annnal eleQions, 
we muſt not only have an annual diviſion of property, we 
muſt alſo bring over dame Nature to our ſcheme, and obtain 
from her a decree, that all men ſhall have equal abilities, or, 
which will be much ſafer, ſhall be born dunces. In one 
word, if we are not ſatisfied with that fort of equality, which 
we already enjoy in Britain, I know no other ſpecieg of it, 
that can ſubſiſt one month, among mankind, while natural 
talents, acquirements, and FERN pp we is une quali 
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* Pa At oy why many are diſſatisfied with the 
| . preſent government, is drawn from the heavy taxes im- 
_ poſed, for,its ſupport. No man will deny that our burdens 
- ax6heavy ; and there is no man in the nation who would not 
wiſh, if poſſible, to have them reduced. But before we at- 
tack the preſent ſyſtem, or wiſh to overturn it on that account, 
e would do well tg conſider the few things following. 
al utterly impoſſible, that any goverument can be ſup» 
ported without funds, And, for the ſupport of ſuch a go- 


yernment, as. ours, the funds muſt be conſiderable, We 


muſt not, only maintain a ſtanding. army, proportionable to 


what. is kept on foot by neighbouring ſtates, , We muſt- have 


a fleet ſufficient to protect our trade. Our colonies, in dif- 
ferent parts of the world, muſt be protected · And the in- 
tereſt of our national debt muſt be paid. Little more than 
a century ago, the government of both kingdoms was ſoup- 
ported with few taxations. But then we had no nations! 
debt; we had no colonies 3 we had no ſtanding armies 5 we 
had no ſhips of war. Merchant ſhips were hired by govern- 
ment far war, as they naw are for tranſports. Our treops, 
in tbegtime, of, war, were only raiſed for a few weeks; and, 
for. the moſt part they ſubſiſted themſelves, A great propor- 
tion of the land, in both countries, belonged to the crown; 
and its revenues were conſiderably augmented by  wardſhipg, 
eſcheats, and other feudal perquiſites. And theſe, though not 
levied as our taxes now are, were no leſs burdenſome to the 
people. The nation thought themſelves happy, when they 
could exchange the one fort of burdens for the other. 

It muſt be acknowledged, that the power of taxation is 
one branch of the power of legiſlation: and wherever the 


N 
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legillative authority is lodged, by the conſtitution of aby 
country. there muſt the power of impoſing taxes be lodged, 
bute, or taxations of. whatever kind, to every governments g 
to whoſe lawful commands, in other things, we are called t 
be ſubject. It is perfectly reaſonable that it ſhould be . 
How can we, who live at a diſtance from the ſeat of govern- 
ment, and know but little of its affairs, be as capable to judge 
ef what is neceſſary for the ſupport of government, as they 
whom the nation has choſen to attend to this very thing 3 
And it is our peculiar happineſs, that no taxes can be 1 impo- | 
ſed upon us, unleſs with the conſent, and even at the motion 
of our repreſentatives. de 
Heavy as our taxes are, we are far from being as much 
burdened as our neighbours z even ſuch of them as live un- 
der a republican government. To be convinced of this, « one 
needs only look into any approved geographical grammar. | 
In Holland, for inſtance, their taxes are Incomparably hea- 
vier than ours; and they fall i in a much greater proportion 
upon the poor. Their taxes upon merchandiſe are indeed 
eaſy ; ſo that their richeſt merchants pay little more to the 
Nate, than the pooreſt mechanic : hence their flouriſhing 
trade, But all the neceſſaries of life are taxed. A man 
cannot buy a pound of meat in the ſhambles, nor a'buſhel of - 
corn in the market, that is not ſubject to à duty. Even 
. [their putrid and ſtagnant water is not free} Every hearth, 
yea, every human head is taxed. And a certain writer ob- 
ſerves with juſtice, that they have nothing free, but: the air 
they breathe.— In France, befides/a heavy land- tau the ga- 
belle, or tax upon ſalt, was intolerable. Salt being a mono- 
poly in the hands of government, every family was not only 
obliged to take all the ſalt they uſed at an exorbitant price; 
a they were even forced to take a fixed quantity, Whether 
they uſed it or not. They likewiſe paid a poll-tax, and a 
tenth part of all perſonal eſtates, and of the income of all en- 
| ployments. | This laſt article alone would be beavier-than 
all dur taxes together. And except the ſalt duty, I beat 
not that any of the reſt have been reduced ſince the revolu- 
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tion. On the contraty, it was one of the firſt decrees of the 
preſent convention, that all taxes ſhould continue as they 
Were, till the nation was ſettled. Thus, their republiaan go- 
Verument, after eonfiſcating, at leaſt, one third of the pto- 
perty of the nation, as belonging to the king, to emigrants, 
and to perſons guillotined, and nearly another third, as 
having belonged to the church, leave the people as much 
burdened as ever. They who wiſh to know the ſtate of tax- 
ation in Spain, may peruſe the book referred to in the mar- 
gin“. I ſhall only mention the following particulars. In 
Madrid, the king receives. one third of the rent of every 
houſe. | Cord, cattle, arid all the produce of the earth, pays 
a heavy duty, every time it is ſold, according to its value. 
And in ſome places, (for all places in Spain are not taxed 
Alike, ) a duty of four per cent. is levied upon all cattle 
brought i into their cities for ſlaughter ; and at certain ſea- 
ſons of the year much more. Thieſe are only a'few examples 
of | the” taxes that our neighbours pay. . we * ſame 
? reaſon to complain as they have? A 

boy Taxes are not, in reality, fo burdenſome, as many people 
are apt to imagine; ; the longer they are continued, they be- 
come the | lighter, till they ceaſe to be any; burden at all. 
This may be thought a bold aſſertion; but ĩt ĩs capable of de- 
monſtration. Let the land- tax be an igftance. Suppoſe it 
. Hxed at a real two ſhillings in the pound, and. rendered per- 


madent. In that caſe, when a man buys, an eſtate, he 


knows What it muſt pay to goverument; he buys it with. that 
burden upon it, and the, price is diminiſhed accordingly. 
It is plaia, that if it is worth 27 years purchaſe with that 
burden, it would be worth 30 without it. One tenth of 

every eſlate really belongs to government: this he does not 

purchaſe, but ouly the nine parts that belonged to the ſor- 
mer proprietor. The ſame is the caſe with him that ſuc- 
ceeds to it, 2s his father's heir. He is heir only to the nine 
71 parts that were his father's; goverament is not dead, and 
therefore continues to inherit its own tenth part. The only 
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burden, therefore, that lies upon the proprietor of the 
eſtate, is that of gathering in the two ſhillings of yearly 
rent that belongs to government, along with his own eigh- 
teen, and paying it in to the collector of the land- tax. The 
ſame may be ſaid of the houſe- tax, the window-tax, and * 
others, chat affect heritable property. | 


With regard to the duties on merchandiſe, the caſe is ſtill 
more favourable to the trader, Suppole, for inſtance, 
the duty on tobacco to be 1 s. ; d. per pound, and that 
it can be imported from America at gd. The man who 
enters upon that branch of buſineſs knows it: and it is the 
ſame thing to him as if he paid 2 s. as the importation price; 
with only the two following differences.—#irfl, There is a 
difference to the nation at large: in regard that five-eighths 
of the money continues in the country, whereas in the other 
caſe the whole would go to America. Secondly, There is a 
conſiderable advantage to the trader himſelf. Suppoſe a 
man imports a cargo of a hundred thouſand pound weight; 
he pays for the whole, duty included, ten thouſand pounds. 
He regulates his ſelling price, ſo as to make five r cent. 
profit, upon the money laid out, and his clear gain is L. 500. 
But if the duty was taken off, and he was only to pay the 
importation price, he would have bis whole cargo for 
L. 3750. And his profit at the above rate of 5 per cent. 
would be no more than L. 187: to. Thus all the burden 
lying upon the merchant is only that of being a factor for | 
government, to gather in the duty from his cuſtomers, and 
pay it to the proper officer. And for this factorage, he is 
paid L. 312: 10, beſides the advantage of having much 
more money paſſing through his hands. Every perſon : ac- 
quainted with figures, will find the above calculation Juſt; 
and therefore the argument concluſive. The ſame argument 
will hold with relation to every tax upon articles of trade or 
manufacture; unleß che tax n the oO 8 as to N 
the demand. ” 

« But does 1. not an this fall upon the confiriivt'? * - Thobgh 
the landed gentleman and the merchant do not feel the 
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oy burden, the poor labourer does, and the” community at 
“ large,” No doubt, taxations laid upon commodities muſt 
fall upon the conſumer : but we ſhould'advert, that the con- 
ſumer is often a foreigner. Many of thoſe goods, that have 
paid duties to government, are exported- Perhaps a draw- 
back is allowed, and in ſo far government itſelf pays the duty. 
If there is no drawback, the exporter hopes for a profit, at 
leaſt equal to what he would have made by ſelling his goods 
at home: otherwiſe he would not give himſelf the trouble. 
Wherever he carries his goods, and whoever becomes the pur- 
chaſer, he is refunded for the duty he paid at home. Thus 
all the world aſſiſt us in paying our taxes: the burden of 
them falls ultimately upon the people in Turkey, in Ruſſia, 
in America, and in the Eaſt Indies, as well as upon ourſelves. 
And till we know what proportion of ſuch commodities is 
exported, is is impoſſible to compute what ſhare of the burden 
hes upon the people at home. 

Not only does our ſyſtem of taxation raiſe the 1 of thoſe 
commodities that are taxed; it tends to lower. the value of 
money, and ſo to raiſe the price of things that pay no duty 
almoſt in the ſame proportion with things that do. He that 
deals in articles not taxed, conſumes a part of thoſe things 
that are. To enable him to purchaſe theſe, he advances his 
; Price too : and, inftead of being a loſer, he gains upon tlie 
whole. Even the price of labour is raiſed, almoſt in the ſame 
proportion with things that pay duty, and the labourer and 
the mechanic are in better circumſtances than if there were no 
taxes to pay. | ., 

The wifdom of our Legilimure appears in this, that, us fir 
back, at leaſt, as my remembrance carries me, they have im- 
poſed few taxes that affect the poor, or thoſe in the lower 
ranks of life. The produce of the ground is not taxed :, and 
very few of the neceſſaries of life. A labouring mang'who 
_ earns fourteen or. fifteen pounds a-year, and lays it out upon 
the maintenance” of his family, if they are content to live 
upon the produce of the country, and to be clad as their fa- 
thers were, in their own manufacture, may live without pby* 
ing five ſhillings to government, directly or indirectly, through 
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the year; whereas his income is conſiderably better than it 
would have been, if there had been fewer taxes to pay. If 

people, in any rank of life, will enjoy luxuries, it is reaſon- 
able that they pay for them. Thus it appears, that though 
taxes newly impoſed muſt be burdenſome, becauſe they take 
from the people ſo much of what was formerly their own; 
yet the longer they continue they become the lighter : and, 
in proceſs of time, they ceaſe to be a burden at all. The 
people, indeed, have money among their hands chat is not 
their own, and muſt be paid to government. But they know 
it : and it is no more hardſhip to them, than it is to the far- 
mer to pay his fent- Vea, as the farmer expects a profit to 
Himſelf, proportioned to the rent that he pays; fo the people 
really enjoy a profit upon their induſtry, in proportion to the 
taxes they pay. 

This reaſoning may not be readily coriprehended by fo 
and others will find it ſo different from what they have been 
accuſtomed to hear, that a demonſtration itſelf will not con- 
vince them of its juſtice. But let us appeal to, enperienge. 
A perſon who remembers the ſtate of the country fifty years 
280% and compares it with the preſent, will ealily eee, 
that the increaſe of taxes, inſtead of producing a proportion- 
able increaſe of poverty and wretchedneſs, has been accom- 
panied with an increaſe of wealth, and of its uſual cbneomi- 
rants, pride and luxury. The bind or the ſhepherd now lives 
better than the farmer did then. And the fatmer now keeps 
a better houſe than was then kept by the Lord of the Ma- 
nor. I well remember the time when ſixpence a-day, with- 
ont victuals, was conſidered as good wages for a labonring 
man: now, in the fame part of the country, a thilling is 
thought but moderate. If a labourer. then paid ꝙ ſhillings a- 
year to government, it is ſurely eaſier for him now uw 
ten; for {fill he has double of what he then had to liye upon 
Meal, vrhich is the principal food of the poor in Scouland, 
was ſeldom below 18. 6d. the fione, at that time; and now 

it is little more than 26. And the caſt is much the fame 
with other things which are neceſſary to poor families; ſo 
chat the man who, in thoſe days, could maintain three per- 


(103) 

fons by his labour; will now maintain four with the ſame eaſe, 
if they are pleaſed to live now as they did then. It admits nat 
of à doubt, that labouring people, both in town and country, 
no live in a better houſe, wear better clothes, feed on a bet- 
ter diet, and ſpend more in diſſipation, than their fathers did 
at that time. If this is not owing to the increaſe of taxes, 
it is at leaſt a demonſtrative evidence, that theſe taxes have 
not made us poorer than we were; and that we age. as able 
to bear them as our fathers were to bear one half of them. 

But, ſuppoſing our taxations to be as burdenſome as they 
are ſaid to be, no change of government could make them 
lighter. The revenue of Britain amounts to about four- 
teen millions yearly. Of theſe, one goes to the civil liſh, of 
which we ſpoke already, and four to the maintenance of the 
feet and army in time of peace. No conſiderable part of 
this can be ſaved. And if any perſon who will take the 
trouble to read the reports of the commiſſioners of public ac- 
counts, and to conſider what Parliamept has done in conſe. 
quence of them, he will be convinced, that economy is much 
| more attended to in theſe matters, than it was ſome years 
| ago, Theſe five millions would be no burden to the nation, 
if we had no more to raiſe: But the other nine millions go 
all to pay the intereſt of the national debt. And a diminu- 
tion of that debt is the only habile method to diminiſh the 
burdens of the people. A ſcheme for that purpoſe, perhaps 
the beſt that human wiſdom could deviſe, has already been 
adopted by government : and hitherto its ſucceſs has more 
than auſwered expectation. If it continues to be purſued, as 
I hope it will, many now alive may yet ſee the national 
debt, immenſe as it is, paid off, But it muſt be done gradu- 
ally; and conſequently, we can ply be relioned from aur 
burdens by degrees. 9 a 1 

It may be objected, that * new wars will 4 increwla! our 
% debt, more than it will be diminiſhed by the above- 
© mentioned ſcheme.” But it is demonſtrated, with perſect 
certainty, that if the ſyſtem of an accumulating fund, which 
. the legiſlature adopted a few years ago, had been adopted at 
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the Revolution, it would have paid che expences of / all the 
wars ſince, and left the nation without a farthing of debt. 
It follows, therefore, that at the end of another. century, if 
our wars are not more expenſive than the laſt, and the ſyſtem 
of the accumulating fund is adhered to, we ſhall not be more 
in debt than at preſent. „ 
It is true, that a parliament, or a convention made up of 
fools, atheiſts, or public robbers, might, with one ſtroke of a 
pen, aboliſh all the national debt, and ſet the people free from 
all the taxes which are neceſſary to pay the äntereſt of it. 
But malice itſelf could not deviſe a meaſure ſo ruinous to the 
nation, A private man who becomes bankrupt, while he is 
abls to pay his debts, is juſtly. confidered as one of the worſt 
of villains. And what would the world think of that nation 
which ſhould follow his example? Who would ever truſt us 
again, if again we ſhould need to borrow ? Or how ſhould 
we anſwer to the Judge of all the carth, for ſuch a breach 
of public faith, ſuch an act of diſhoneſty and fraud, as the 
world never yet witneſſed, till France ſhewed them lately the 
example? Not only would the publie creditors, both at home 
and abroad, be ruined, but all credit would be ruined with 
them, all propexty ſunk to nothing, and every individual in 
the nation reduced to beggary. The value of land would be 
reduced to a mere trifle. A whole eſtate might be purchaſ. 
ed for leſs than what is now its yearly rent; and none would 
be found to buy it, Trade and manufactures would ceaſe ; 
for no. man would be able to carry them on, becauſe none 
would have confidence to truſt another. Tradeſmen and 
labourers would neither have work nor wages, One private 
bank, in a remote corner of Scotland (at Ayr), failed a few 
years ago, and how many, in different parts of Britain, were 
ruired by that means? A few private houſes have failed, 
fince the month of Aprill 1793. and how many have 
felt the ſhock ? The South Sea ſcheme is not yet forgotten : 
but though all the property that ever belonged to the 
South Sea Company, had been ſunk in the Pacific Ocean, 
what vas that to the ſinking of almoſt three hundred millions, 
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now in the Britiſh funds? Though the whole iland were 


{wallowed up by the fea, and all the inhabitants caſt naked 
upon the deſarts of America, it would n, prove a great- 
er calamity, 

Nothing can be more reaſonable, than that all who enjoy 
the protection of government, ſhould contribute, according 


to their ability, for its ſupport. And the benefits that we 


derive from the Britiſh government, are more than a com- 
penſation for all the taxes we pay. Are we not indebted ta 
government, for the preſervation. and ſecurity of all that we 
poſſeſs, and all that we hold dear in the world? Our perſons, | 
our wives, our children, our liberty, and all our property, if 
it were not for the interference of government, would ſoon 
become a prey to the lawleſs and diſobedient ; and probably 


ſome of thoſe men, who are now molt diligent ia telling us 


that we are oppreſſed by government, (a thing that we-ſhould * 


never have ſuſpected, if they had not told us,) would then be- 
came our plunderers, and oppreſſors indeed. The time is 
not yet diſtant, when in many parts of our country, we were 
obliged to pay contributions to public robbers, who lived by 
ſpoil and rapine, for the ſafety of what they were pleaſed to 
leave us. And ſhall we think it an hardſhip, to pay, at leaſt, 
an equal proportion for the ſupport of that government, under 
whoſe wings we dwell ſafely, every one in quiet poſſeſſion of 
his paternal inheritance, or of the fruits of his own induſtry ; 
or to exprels it in the language of the prophet, we dwell every 
man under his vine, aud under his, figetrez, and none to make us 
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ON THE PRESENT WAR, AND THE STAGNATION 
OF CREDIT, AS CONNECTED WITH IT» 


VERY man who has either the reaſon or the feelings of 

| humanity, will be convinced, without; arguments, that 
war is a bad thing, and ought to be avoided, as long as it 
can be avoided, without incurring a greater evil. Every 
Chriſtian, in Britain or in Europe, will earneſtly deſtre u 
ſpeedy termination of the preſent war, and pray for iti; He 
will even look forward, with ardent longing; and With 2 
tively hope, to that bleſſed period, when nation will no more 
lift up. ſword againſt nation, neither ſhall they learn war any 
more. But it muſt be allowed, both by Chriſtians and 
others, that thete are ſome cafes, when war is both lawful 
and neceſſary. And after all the outory that is made agaĩnſt 
the preſent war, and all the ſcurrilous abuſe that has been 
poured out upon Government, for engaging in it, and for 
continuing it, I am perſuaded, that if ever Britain, ſince ſhe 
became ane nation, was engaged in any war, that could be 
juſtified upon the principles of juſtice, of policy, of religion, 
or even of neceſſity, the preſent is that wa. 

This war was neceſſary to maintain inviolate the "public 
faith, and fulfil thoſe treaties, by which the nation has been 
bound, for almoſt two centuries back. It has long been 
known to all Europe, that by the treaty of 160g, whereby 
the Dutch were ſet free from the yoke of Spaniſh deſpotiſm, 
and acknowledged an independent State, the navigation of 
the Scheldt and the Meuſe was given up to them. And this 
treaty was guaranteed, both by France and England. It is as 
well known, though it has not been known ſo long, that the 
French Convention, on the 21ſt of, November 1792, ſent an 


order to their W enjoining him to take e , 


160% 0 


for opening a "ET navigation of the Scheldt and rhe Meuſe : 
and this order was executed to the utmoſt of their power. Tf 
France, becauſe ſhe changed her government, thought herſelf 


free from thoſe engagements by which the nation had ſo 


long been bound, ſurely that was no ſufficient reaſon why 
Britain ſhonld violate her faith in the ſame manner. If the 
treaties of nations are not binding individuals may likewiſe 
violate their obligations, aſſoon as they have it in their power: 
and then the foundations of all focial intercourſe are diſſolved. 


Our patriots acknowledge, that by this meaſure, the trade of . 


Amſterdam would have been ruined ; “ but,” ſay they, © the 
merchants of Amſterdam would have removed to Antwerp, 
, and their trade would have followed them.“ This is juſt 
as if the Convention ſhould alſo take poſſeſſion of the naviga- 
tion of the Thames; and tell us, We do you no injury; 
to be ſure we ruin the trade of London; but what of that? 
*« Your merchants have only to come over to Paris, and there 
* they may find that trade which they can no —_— Carry on 
in their own country,” 
But that antiquated treaty was inconſiſtent with the 
« rights of man, and, therefore, is not to be regarded. Are 
not all rivers free? Has not every nation, and every perſon, 
dan equal right to the element of water, to uſe and occupy it 
«© as he pleaſes?” Perhaps it may appear ſo by the new phi- 
loſophy; but mankind, hitherto, has never thought ſo: nor 
has the practice of nations been ever conformable to that 
doftrine. Rivers, while they continue within the territories 
of any kak, have ever been conſidered as belonging to that 
State, and ſubjet to that authority by which it is governed, 
As much as as the land on either fide of them. Yea, alk any 
private gentleman, through whoſe eſtate a river flows, and 
he will tell you, that he conſiders the fiſhing ou that river, 
aud e every other advantage that can be derived from it, as 
his property, in the ſame manner as the adjacefit fields, ubleſs 
barred by a previous contract, How would Britain take 
it, if the Convention ſhould: tell her, that they have the 
ſame” right as ſhe has to the navigation of the Forth or 


the Thames? Will the French allow to Hollaud an equal 
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right with themſelves,” to navigate the Seine and the Loire? 
Are not narrow ſeas, as well as rivers, conſidered "as ſubfect 

to thoſe ſtates, whoſe dominions lie' on both ſides of them? ? 
Does. not the King of Denmark levy a toll on all hips that 
paſs the Sound! Have ever any of the nations of Europe 
demanded it as their right, that the Turks ſhould open the 
navigation of the Straits of the Dardanelles? Aud was it 
not after a long and bloody ſtruggle, that Ruſſia obtained a 
ſhare in the navigation of the Black Sea? Why then ſhould 
not the people of Holland have the ſame right to the naviga- 
tion of their own rivers? And if Britain has engaged to de- 
fend that right, how could ſhe ſee i it invaded, and fit ſtill? 

«© But,” ſay they, © the Dutch were not aſking our pro- 
e tefion in that cauſe : and ſurely i it was ſoon enough to enter 


into a war on their account, when they applied to us for 
« that purpoſe. „And, pray, who told you that they did not 
apply ? * Areall the ſecret negociations of the Coutts und Ca- 
binets of Europe to be found in the Eeinburtl Casi, 9 up- 
poſing that they did not apply to us, that Was no fufficient 
reaſon why we ſhould not have given ther albflance. 
Should I, in paſſing through the ſtreets, come up to a puny 
"republican, of four feet high, engaged with ſome braw! ny ari- 
ſtocrate, who beld him with the one band, 20d was ready to 
knock out his brains with the other: would it be my duty | 
to paſs on, without attempting to reſcue him, on pretence 
that he did not call out to me for aſſiſtance | 2 Should I do ſo, 
he would probably never. call out more. This was preciſely 
the caſe, between France and Holland. The uch. taken 
by ſurpriſe, and in a ſtate of conſuſion among. themſelves, 
knew that they were not a match for France. They pro. 
teſted againſt the. invaſion of their rights: but they durſt 
do io more, till they had a proſpe& of ſome, effeQual aſoſt- 
ance. And if Britain had not Rept in to her relief, it is 
probable, that Holland had been an 86th department of 
France, before ſhe could have made a formal demand of 
the ſtipulated aſſiſtance. . 
The war was proper and neceſſary to preſerve the balance 
of: power in Europe. Was it ever conſidered as unwarran— 
table for King William or Queen Anne, to make war upon 


N 


Franre; with 2 view to reſtraiu the ambition of Lewis XIV. 

and put a ſtop td the conqueſts he projected? And was it not 
as dangerous to Europe, fot a French Convention to acquire 
By yoiyerfal dominjon, as if it had been a French Monarch? 
They ſaid, indeed, they meant not conquelt, but fraternity. 
Bet was not their fraternization a real conqueſt, whatever 
name they gave it? Would not Frauce have received a 
greater acceſſion of ſtrength, by the fraternization of the 
Auſtrian Netherlands, had it continued, than ſhe would if 
Lewis had conquered them? Were they not of more uſe to 
France, when enjoying the privileges of native citizens, than 
they would have been, if kept under by force as a conquered 
people? Had the convention any better right to make them 
Citizens by : an armed force, than Lewis had to make them 
his ; ſubjetis ? ? Or had Britain, or the other allied powers, leſs 
reaſon to pr? vent * France ſrom becoming a too powerfal 
- nejg zhbour, becauſe, inſtead of being enſlaved by one tyrants 
ſhe was ridden by a whole Convention ? 

| Our own afety required that Britain ſhould engage'in the 
prelent war. I ſhall fay little of the danger to which we 
were expoſed, throogh the attempts of French emiſſaties; to 


pervert the minds of the Britiſh people, and to excite tbem 


td fubvert the government. That ſuch attempts were made 
has been denied; and from the nature of the thing, it muſt 
be difficult to prove it: though, I beliere, never any perſon 
denied i it, but ſuch as were directly or indireAly under their 
influence. Neither mall 1 ſay much of the congratulatory 
addreſſes that were ſent to the French convention, by clubs 
or ſocieties, i in London,” Rocheſter; Dundee, and other parts 
of Britain, or the preſents of cannon, and other military im- 
plements, that were made them; becauſe no cognizgance 
has ever been taken of theſe things by any court ot juſtice: 
though, I have no doubt, that if ſuch things had happened 
in ſome former periods, the authors of them would be lub- 
JeRted to the penalties of a premunire . But the reception 


jp given to theſe addreſſes in F rance, was a clear evidence, that 
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The tegiſlature have, at length, found it neceſſary to put a 
Bop to theſe practices by the traitzrous correſpondence bill. 
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they wiſhed, and even expected the fraterDization of Bri- 
th ſubjects, as well as of our allies on the continent. Nor | 
fhall I infiſt upon Dumourier's declaration, that alter over- 
running Holland, he would dine in London by a certain day. 
That was only the raving of a man, whoſe brain was turned 
by a temporary ſucceſs, But all theſe things, taken toge- 
ther, afford, at leaſt, a ſtrong preſumption that Britain had 
reaſon to arm in her own defence. 

But we have much ſtronger evidence of this than all theſe 
| afford. Did not the French Convention, on the 19th of No- 
vember 1792, adopt a decree, by which they declared, * i in 
© the name of the French nation, that they will grant fra- 
& ternity and aſſiſtance to all thoſe people who with to pro- 
e cure liberty?“ And what was this, but that they would 
aſſiſt all diſcontented perſons, to! throw off ſubjeQion to the 
government under which they lived, in, every nation; and 
particularly in Britain, where they well knew how lng 
had been rendered diſcontented by the ſcandalous writings 
of ſome of themſelves? Was not the decree propoſed by 
Cambon, adopted by the convention, and ſent to their Gene- 
rals by extraordinary couriers, Dee. 15th 1792, a' plain de- 
claration of war againſt all kings, and againſt all people»who 
ſhould ſubmit to them, or ſo much as negociate with them? 
Their words are, The French gation declares, that it will 
* conlider as enemies, all thoſe people, who refuſing liberty, 
e ſhall enter into accommodation, or negociation with their 
« tyrants.” And we know, that, with them, as well as 
with their friends among ourſelves, Kings and tyrants are 
ſynpnymous terms. Had Britain ſtood aloof, and ſuffered 
them to go on, as they were doing at that, time, what muſt 
have been the conſequence? ? They had picked a quarrel with 
Holland, though ſhe had no king. about the navigartion of | 
ner rivers. As ſoon as that had been ſettled | to their mind, 
they, would have had a ſimilar quarrel with Britain, about 
the navigation of the open ſeas; for they ſay, that by the 
navigation act, Britain has tyrannized over France, ever fince 
it was made, And their addreſſers in Britain would have 
made them very welcome; perhaps it would not have been 
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long, when they would have ſent them an invitation to come 
over and deliver us from a hereditary monarch, that coſt the 
nation a million annually, and to eſtabliſh among us chat 


ſort of liberty and equality which now fubliſs among ther- 


ſelves. 


« Yes,” ſay our 4 « That was the true — 
& of the war. The court of Britain, and all the courts of 


Europe, were afraid that if the French ſhould ſucceed, all 


„the people of Europe would have followed their example: 
* liberty and equality would have triumphed every where, 
& and kings and tyranny would have become extinct.“ 
Yes, ſay we again, and, though there had been no other 
cauſe for it, the war is juſt and neceſſary, The extinQion 
of kings is the deſtruQtion -of the Britiſh conſtitution ; and 
French, liberty and equality include anarchy, deſpotiſm, maſ- 
ſaere, atheiſm, and every abomination. To prevent the en- 
try of theſe among us, and to preſerve our conſtitution, I 
tsuſt Britons will ever conſider as a ſufficient cauſe for going 
to war with all the world, 

Sympathy for the French themſelves called aloud upon Bri- 
tain to enter into the war. All Europe faw, that the whole 
French nation, from the King to the meaneſt peaſant, had 
embraced the conſtitution of 1791. All whoſe eyes were not- 
blinded with-prejudice ſaw, that the Jacobin Club, and the 
Commune of Paris, ſdon became weary of that conſtitution, 
and were determined upon the extinction of royalty, What- 
ever they or their Convention ſay to the contrary, every im- 
| partial perſon knows, that this was the true ſpring of the hor- 
rors of. the 20th of June, the 10th of Auguſt, and the 3d of 
September“. When the National Aſſembly prudently diſſol- 
ved themſelves, and called a General Convention, Europe 
ſaw with aftonithment, men choſen into that Convention from 
the dregs of the people, of the moſt infamous characters, the 
moſt Sear 1 and the molt abandoned principles, 
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We ſaw theſe men adopting the views of the mob and of the 
Jacobins, overturning the conſtitution by the roots, murder- 
ing their King, confiſcating the property of their fellow-ſub- 
jects, and dooming them to 'periſh by martial law, for no 
other crime, but flying their country to fave their life. We 
have ſeen them aboliſhing Chriſtianity ; giving their ſanction 
to polygamy, adultery and inceſt; ; deſtroying all true liberty, 
all ſecurity for life or property, and all law but their o W- w 
will; 3 and butchering almoſt one half of their own number, 
without ever a perſon being choſen to fil up the places which 
have ſo become vacant. We have ſeen revolutions following 
upon revolutions, maſſacres upon maſſacres, and France turn- | 
ed into a common ſhambles for the human ſpecies, All this 
while, no man durſt open a mouth, or breathe a whiſper, 
againſt the ruling party. But can it be ſuppoſed that a whole 
. nation is ſo far infatuated as to approve of.ſuch meaſures ? It 
is manifeſt that they do not; as appears from the frequent in- 
ſurreQions! and pretended plots againſt the republic. Is it 
fit that Britain, or, any generous nation, ſhould ſit Rill, and 
not lend her aſſiſlance, to deliver that people from the infer- 
nal clutches of ſuch a band- of robbers ? 2 

„But what has Britain to do with the internal goveru- 
ce ment of France? Has not that nation the ſame right ET 
© any other to regulate their own government, and to give 
„it what form they pleaſe?” A people who have ho go- 
vernment among them, have no doubt a right to ſet up what 
form of government they pleaſe ; and it muſt be (confeſſed 
that France is very nearly in that condition. But ho ſhall 
the French people chuſe a form of government for themſelves, 
in their preſent diſtracted ſtate? The laſt thing that could 
be called the deed of that vation, was the acceptance of the 
conſtitution of 1791. A hereditary limited monarchy was 
the goverument that the nation then choſe. | That choice Bri+ 
tain made no objections to. She continued her connections 
with France, from the firſt revolution to the 10th of Ayguſt 
1792, without ever taking notice of her change of govern- 
ment, or any of her internal tranſactions. But the govern- 
ment of France was totally overturned, on that day of hor- 
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rors, by an armed mob from the ſuburhs of Paris. And 
everything has been managed ſince that day, by the influ- 
encg of that mob, and according to the will of their leaders, 
Till the voice of the nation can, be heard, Britain and all the 
reſt of the world have a right to conſider the Conſtitution of 
1791 as a ſtanding deed} and in attempting to reſtore ſuch 
n monarehy as was ſettled by that deed, Britain is only ſup- 
porting the choice of that nation againſt a ſavage banditti, by 
whom the nation are kept in cruel bondage. The Court of 
Britain always diſclaimed any intention of meddling with 
the internal affairs of France, and continues to diſclaim its 
In the King's ſpeech, kt the opening of the Parliament, 
Dec. 13th 1792, he ſays, “J have uniformly abſtained from 
© any interierence, with reſpect to the internal affairs of 
© France.” And in his late declaration he Mill expreſſes 
the ſame ſentiments. In Lord Hood's negociations with the 
inhabitants of Toulon, no mention is made on either fide of 
reſtoring abſolute monarchy. They expreſs their unanimous 
wilt “ to adopt a monarchic government, as it was originally, 
4 3j the Conſtituent Aſſembly of 1789.” And upou that con- 
dition his Lordſhip takes them under the protection of Bri- 
tain, Durſt he have done ſo, if he had not known that it 
would be agreeable to his Maſter ? Or has ever the Court 
found fault with him on that account ? Britain, I hope, will 
not lay down her arms, till ſome fort” of government is efa- 
bliſhed in France, in which ſhe can copfide, and with which 
ſhe can treat, in ſome hope that public faith will be kept. In 

| treating with the preſent convention ſhe can have no ſuch 
hope. When the convention met, the Girondiſi party prevailed, - 
and: Danton. and bis Mountain were held in contempt. Now 
this laſt faction is the whole convention; the other have all 
either ſuffered by the guillotine, or are now in priſon, wait- 
ing their turn of that uſeful inſtrument. Were a treaty now 
* concluded with the convention, another faction may riſe up. 
Danton, Robeſpierre, and Legendre may likewiſe expiate 
their crimes on a ſcaffold: all that they have done may 
be difolaimed, and Britain may be forced to arm herſelf 
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anew*, But that ever our Court intended to reſtore ab- 
ſolute monarchy, or by force to oblige France to receive any 
form of government whatever, no impartial man will believe. 

But abſtracting from all this, Britain was laid under an ab- 
ſolute neceſſity of entering into the preſent war, in order to 
repell the hoſtilities of the French, and defend herſelf againſt 


their attacks. Britain took no part in the campaign of 1792: 


Nor had ſhe any fixed purpoſe of entering into the diſpute, 
till the convention forced her to it by an actual declaration of 
war, both againſt Britain and Holland, and an embargo laid 
upon all our ſhips in their ports, on the iſt of February 1793. 
All this was accompanied with a moſt inſolent attempt to de- 
tach the people of Britain from the government, and excite 
them to take their part againſt it; in that they declared them- 
ſelves in a ſtate of war, not with the Britiſh nation, but with 


the King of England, and the Stadtholder of the United Pro- 


vincer. Would the Friends of the People really have withed 
Britain to fit ſtill and fee her ſhips taken, her trade ruined, ber 
country invaded, her government ſubverted, one half of her 
ſubjects fraternized, that is made ſubjec̃ts of France, and the 
other half proſcribed, without taking any meaſures to prevent 
it? Surely, if Adminiſtration had taken ſuch a courſe, they 
would have deſerved all the execrations with which our 
pleudo- -patriots load them. | 

„But though France was firſt in a war, Britain 
«© was the real aggreſſor; as we had for ſome time before 
t purſued meaſures hoſtile to France, and plainly ſhewed our 


intention of making war upon her.” So ſpeak our demo- 
"crates: and they mention chiefly three things, as indicating 


ſuch an intention. 1. The recalling of our ambaſſador, 


after the 1oth of Auguſt. But our ambaſſador was ſent to 


the Court of France, as ftanding upon the conſtitution of 


"1791. On that fatal day, the government of France was 


— 


* Since the above was written, both Danton and Robeſpierre 
have ſuffered by the * 
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diſſolved; and the ambaſſador's commiſſion expired of courſe. 
The King might have ſent him new credentials, but to whom? 
The National Aſſembly had ſeaſonably diſſolved themſelves. 
The preſent convention was called, not for the purpoſe of admi- 
niſtration, nor yet properly for Legiſlation, but merely to ſettle 
the form of government, and give to France a new conſtitu- 
tion; ſo that, excepting that, all that they have done has been 
mere uſurpation. To whom then ſhould Britain have ſent 
au ambaſſador, ſince Lord Gower's recall? 2. Britain's re- 
fuſiug to acknowledge, or to treat with their ambaſſador, is 
mentioned as another act of hoſtility. But the ſame reaſons 
that juſtify the former ſtep, ſerve alſo to juſtify this. It we 
could not ſend an ambaſſador to them, ſurely neither could 
we receive one from them, Yet though he was not received 
in a public character, he was ſuffered to remain in London, 
till the ſhocking news arrived of the King's murder. His 
papers were received, and anſwers were given into his hand, 
in which Britain made known her demands, and the terms 
on which ſhe was willing to continue in peace, even with the 
convention. And all the anſwer we received was the above 
declaration of war. 3. The Alien Bill has been repreſented 
as an act of hoſtility, which, France had ground to reſent. 
But, in that caſe, all other nations had the ſame provocation; 
for no hardſhip was laid upon French citizens, more than 
upon other foreigners. It was the opinion of ſome of our 
beſt lawyers, that ſuch an act was needleſs; becauſe, without 
it, adminiſtration had power to have done all that it enacted. 
Indeed, it would ſeem, that foreigners were ſubjected to lit- 
tle more hardſhip by that act, than Britiſh ſubjects are liable 
to by exiſting laws. I am no Frenchman ; but I ſuſpect, 
that if I ſhould appear in London, or even-in Edinburgh, 
and not be able to give an account of myſelf, or of the buſi- 
neſs upon which I came, I would be liable to be puniſhed as 
a vagrant. It will not be denied, that the reaſon for paſſing 
that act, was the danger to which the nation was expoled, from 
the attempts of French emiſſaries, to ſpread ſeditious princi- 
ples, and to excite ſeditious praftices, among the people. 
And I know it has been ſaid that this danger was imaginary, 
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and no ſuch attempts were made. But, if it was ſo, why 
ſhould the convention, or their friends in Britain, have reſent- 
ed the meaſure? For they were the only perſons of the above 
deſcription, that could ſuffer any hardſhip by it; unleſs it was 
a hardſhip to tell who they were, and whence they came. 

How it came to be aſſerted, that this war was undertaken 
by the combined powers, in ſupport of the Popiſh religion, I 
cannot underſtaud ; unleſs it be, that the leaders of the faction 
hope, by that means, to engage on their fide ſome zealous 
Proteſtants, who would otherwiſe have taken no part in the 
cauſe. All the world muſt know, that religion has never 
been mentioned in the quarrel, And if it had, all the world 
Tees, that it is not Popery, but Chriſtianity, to which the con- 
vention have declared themſelyes enemies. PE Fes 

As to what they ſay about putting an end to the war, 
and withdraw ing our troops, now that the invaſions of the 
French are repelled, and they driven back into their own 
country, it ſcarcely deſerves an anſwer. If any farmer in 
the country ſhould find his neighbour's cattle among à field 
of his corn, which they had completely deſtroyed, would 
he content himſelf with driving them over the march, and 
go home and leave them there withopt a keeper? Would he 
not expect both ſome reparation for the damage, and ſome 
ſecurity that they would not come back? Thę application 
is obvious: If the combined armies were withdrawn, a month 
would not pals, when the French armies would be back where 
they were this time laſt year“. Did ever our friends hear 
of any war that was deſerted in that manner, or was ended 
any otherwiſe than by a treaty of peace? And what nation 
that has any regard, either to her dignity or her cxedit, will 
enter into any treaty with a band of murderers, -. 

What is thought. the ſtrongeſt objection againſt the pre- 
ſent war, is drawn from its ſuppoſed influence upon credit 
in the nation; and the itagnation of trade and manufaQures, 
that it is ſaid to have occaſioned. It muſt be allowed that 
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I, A certain proof of this we bave in the preſent ſtate of Flarderr, | 
Ja 5th 1794. 


66 
every war aſſects trade; as it muſt raiſe the price of inſu- 
rance, and oblige trading ſhips to wait for convoys, Nor 
will it be denied that the preſent war may have contributed 
ſomething to the ſudden ſhock ſuſtained by credit and by 
trade in this country fince its commencement. Since the 
eſtabliſhment of the commercial treaty with France, a num- 
ber of our merchants and manufacturers have had large 
commiſſions from that country. When the war broke out, 
ſuch demands ceaſed of courſe : they wanted their money for 
what they had ſent over, and probably will never recover it. 
But many of our remittances from France were in goods. 
And we might have goods from them, that were not paid 
for, at the commencement of the war, as well as they had 
from us. No man, that knows any thing of the extent of 
our trade, can believe, that ſuch a ſhock as credit has ſuſtain» 


ed, could ever have proceeded from a total ſtoppage of all 


the intercourſe that ever we had with France. And evi- 
dence may be produced, ſufficient to ſatisfy any unbiaſſed 
mind, that the failures which have taken place among us, 
were not owing in any great degree to the war; but to other 
cauſes, Which in a very ſhort time would have produced the 
ſame effect, though we had continued to enjoy profound 
peace. My reaſons for thinking ſo are the following: 

iſt, A committee appointed by the Houſe of Commons, 
to enquire into the cauſes of theſe failures, gave this as the 
re ſult of their inquiries. This committee was not all taken 
from one ſide of the houſe ; there were among them mem- 
bers in the oppofition, as well as members in the intereſt of 
government, Some. of them were men as much acquainted 
with matters of trade, as any in the nation. And they 
doubtleſs had means of information, that no private perſon 
can have. Much credit, therefore, mult be due to their x re- 
port on this head. ; Ns 

2d, Such failures were nut confined to Britain; but took 
place, to an equal extent, in other countries, that had no 
concera in the war. Did we not hear, of one bouſe in War- 
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ſaw, that failed for no leſs a ſum than three millions ſterling, 
about the ſame time when our own failures began? And Poland, 
at that time, had neither war nor diſturbance, nor any pro- 
ſpect of either, Were there not likewiſe capital failures in 
Venice, Genoa, and other trading places? And every per- 
fon concerned in trade can tell, that he knows as little whom 
to truſt among his correſpondents, abroad, as among thoſe at 
home. How could our going to war produce ſuch effects 
among all the nations of Europe ? 

za, Our failures took place, and that almoſt to the whale 
antont, before it was poſſible that credit could be affected by 
the war. Before the American war commenced, our trade 
with that country was much more extenſive than ever our 
trade with France has been ; and an immediate ſtop was put 
to it by their non-· importation agreements, The American 
war hurt our trade more than any war ever did. But the 
effects of it were ſcarcely felt, till che] gear 1779, four years 
alter it began; when France and Spain had joined the con- 
federacy againſt us. Laſt year the failures began within ten 
days after the war was reſolved upon. If our trade ſupport. 
ed itſelf during four years of the moſt diſaſtrous war that 
ever Britain ſaw, how can any man believe that it could 
have ſuffered ſo much by this war, within a few months, 
during which we had nothing but a train of unexampled 
fucceſs ? - 
- 4th, The war with France continues: nor is there any 
more appearance of its coming to an end, than there was 
when it firſt commenced. Yet the country is already begin- 
ing to recover from the ſhock it ſuſtained. Credit begins 
to be re-eftabliſhed ; trade revives apace: many of the hands 
that had been diſcharged by manufacturers in different places 
are again employed: our ftaple commodities, particularly 
wool and cattle, are riſing in their prices: and there is rea- 
ſon to hope, that, in a little time, our ſituation in this reſpect, 
wilt be equal to what it was before. Now, is it probable, 
that this ſhould be the caſe "while the war continues, if the 
war had been the fole cauſe of the failures ; or if it had any 
. conſiderable influence upon them? 
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There is all reaſon to think, that the true cauſe of moſt of 
theſe failures was the very flouriſhing ſtate of our manufac- 
| tures and trade. Multitudes, in that line, ſtretched them- 
ſelves beyond their capital,-in hopes of growing ſuddenly rich. 
When demands came to be made upon them, that they did 
not expect, they could not anſwer them. They were there- 
fore under the neceſſity of giving up their affairs into the 
hands of their creditors. Their goods were, of courſe, ſold 
below value, and their creditors were loſers ; though, perhaps, 
if time had been allowed them, they might have ſatisfied all 
demands, and had a conſiderable ſurplus. People in trade 
were connected with one another; one failure produced two 

or three more; and ſo on, till our papers were filled with 
| bankruptcies. Trade and manufactures were at a ſtand ; not 
becauſe there was no demand, but- becauſe confidence was 
gone, and no man knew whom he might truſt. But, as ſoon 
as things came to ſettle, and it is known who may be depend- 

ed on, trade and manufactures, and public confidence, will be 
reſtored to their former ſtate, whether the war continues or 
not. And every one will, at length, be convinced, that the 
war was no principal cauſe of the ſtagnation. 

It is almoſt unneceſſary to mention the malicious infinuation 
of ſome, that theſe failures were purpoſely brought about by 
government, partly by means of the war, and partly by the 
Bank of England's refuſing to diſcount bills; in order to 
break the ſpirit of the people; and prevent their making 
thoſe efforts in the cauſe of liberty, that they otherwiſe would 
have done. Is it credible that government would have firſt 
ruined credit of purpoſe, and then give five millions to ſup- 
port it? I will not ſay, that the whole was a mancuvre 
of thoſe in oppoſition to government; who, by an unnecel- 
fary run upon private banking houſes, brought about thoſe 
failures of purpoſe, that they might bring an odium upon the 
war, and upon the meaſures of government: Though the 
one aſſertion would be quite as probable as the other. 


Since the war was to take place, and likewiſe the fagua- 


tion of trade, it was a bappy circumſtance, both for govern- 
ment and for the country, that they took place at one and the 
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ſame time. On the one hand, if the manufactures had been 
in a douriſhing ſtate, and all hands employed, government 
would have found no ſmall difficulty 3 in procuring the necef- 
ſary recruits for the war. On the other hand, had the ſtag- 
nation of trade happened in the time of peace, multitudes of 
people, that had been employed in manuſiQures, when de- 
priyed of work, would have wanted the means of ſubſiſtence; 
and either myſt have ſtarved, or become an uſe!eſs burden on 
the country, Now many of theſe have an opportunity of en- 
joying the means of life, and being uſeful to their country, by 
enliſting in the army. Thus has the providence of God made 
the one of theſe evils an antidote againſt the other. 

It is likewiſe urged againſt the preſent war, that it is im- 
poſſible it can be ſucceſsful. & The French,” we are told; 
« poſſeſs incredible reſources. They have plenty of money: 
„all their men, from 26 to 60 years of age, are in a ſtate of 
&* requiſition, trained to arms, ready to join their forces, and 
filled with enthuſiaſm in the cauſe. The Combined 
« Powers have as yet made very little progreſs in France: 
© and it will never be in their power to fubdue 2 5 millions 
» of people.“ What the ſucceſs of this, or any other war 
may be, muſt depend upon the ſovereign diſpoſal of the Lord 
of Hoſts ; and can neither be foreſeen nor predicted by men.—. 
But if we judge by buman probability, the Combined Powers 
have no reaſon to deſpair of ſucceſs. Of the 25 millions of 
people, of whom France boaſted, not one fourth could ever 
be, at one time, capable to Wa arms. Of theſe, how many 
have periſhed within theſe two years, by the war, by maſ- 
facres, and by the guillotine? How many are in a flate of 
baniſhment, and taking part with the Allies? And how many 
would willingly take part againſt the Convention, if they 
durſt ? Money indeed has not failed them; but it is drawn 
from pillage and confiſcation, the plunder of private property; 
and the ruin of every real ſource of public wealth. This 
fund of rapine, great as it is, will ſoon be exhauſted; and 
where will they find a new ſupply Their expences, if ac- 
counts from themſelves may be credited, amount to 12 
millions ſterling per month, or 144 millions in one year. 
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Surely all the ä they have left in F will not 
long ſupply them at that rate. 

It is true, they can raiſe multitudes of men, by forcing all 
that are able to bear arms to be volunteers in the cauſe. But 
the Combined Powers can likewiſe arm the peaſantry in 
their reſpective countries, if reduced to that neceſſity. Some 
of them have already begun to do ſo; ; and ſurely there 
are not more men in France than in all thoſe countries to- 
gether. If all their men were employed in the , war, 
who will cultivate the ground? And who will fabricate 
their cloaths and implements of war? A famine muſt 
neceſſarily enſue: and their armies, as well as the women 
and children left at home, muſt periſh for want. How far 
they are already verging towards this condition, themſelves 
beſt know. But if it is not ſo in a very conſiderable des 
gree, the world is much deceived, 

If we may judge of future ſucceſs by what is paſt, we 
have ſtill good reaſon to hope. Since Britain entered into 
the war, the Conventioniſts have been driven out of Hol- 
land and Flanders; the allied armies have penetrated into 
France, and taken a number of their fortified places. We 
have deſtroyed their naval force in the Mediterranean, and 
taken the whole Iſland of Corſica, except Calvi, which, if 
not taken, is now cloſely beſieged. We have taken all that 
they poſſeſſed in the Eaſt- Indies, and all their Weſt-India 
Iſlands. ' In theſe ſucceſſes Britain has had a principal ſhare, 
and Britain is like to reap the principal advantage ; as- all 
their poſſeſſions in the Eaſt and Weſt Indies have been 
ſabdued by our arms, and are in our poſſeſſion . Some 
of the allied armies have, now and then, received a check; 
and when was there ever a war, where the ſucceſs was all 
on one fide? But, for ſundry centuries back, there has 
been no-inſtance of equal ſucceſs in fo ſhort a time. 
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* To all this may now be added the memorable victory obtain- 
ed at ſea by Lord Hows, on the firſt day of June 1794 ; when fix 
of their ſhips of the line were taken, and one, if not more, de- 
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If our ſucreſs had been leſs, that is no reaſon why we | 
ſhould deſert the cauſe. Events muſt be left to an all- | 
governing Providence ; and we all know that divine Provi- 
dence often permits wicked men to have ſucceſs in ſin. Nei- 
ther is that party always ſucceſsful in the iſſue, that had moſt 
ſucceſs in the beginning of a war. The children of 
jamin were ſucceſsful in two battles, againſt all the ot 
tribes of Iſrael ; and in the third, they were almoſt extermi- 
nated, Judges, chap. x*- And every one verſed in the 
Britiſh Hiſtory knows, that in moſt of our conteſts with 
France, France was ſucceſsful in the beginning, though, in 
the iſſue, Britain was triumphant. It is not by the. proſpect 
of ſucceſs, but by the juſtice of the cauſe, that our judgment. 
ſhould be formed. And when the conduct and complection 
of the preſent-rulers of France are conſidered, rather. than 
Britain ſhould enter into any treaty or alliance with them, 

every true friend of. order, of juſtice, of religion, or of 
his country, would wiſh to have war with CO as > Pay 
J bud with n from l to Nen ä 
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T HE above Eſſays were written in the months of Decem- 
ber 1793 and January 1794 The delay of their publication 
has been owing to various circumſtances, in which the Public 
are not intereſted. The changes that have taken place both 
at home and abroad may have diminiſhed the force, or per- 
haps obſcured the meaning of ſame expreſſions, which con- 
tained an alluſion to the ſtate of affairs at that time. But 
nothing has happened tending to invalidate any part of the 
reaſoning ; on the contrary, eyery new occurrence has ſerved 
to confirm it, 

Though the puniſhments ;oflited upon ſome of the ring+ 
leaders of ſedition, ought to have awed their abettors in- 
to quietneſs, and ſeemed for a time to have done ſo; it 
now appears, that they have only ſerved to render them 
more daring; and their machinations, though more ſe- 
cretly carried on, have become more dangerous than ever, 
The diſcoveries lately made by government are not yet 
ſo public, as to warraut a diſcuſſion of them in this place; 
but, from what is univerſally known, the following things 
are as manifeſt as noon-day : ½, That our Britith Con- 
ventioniſts did not mean to ſeek reform, in any conſtitu- 
tional way; but their Reform, whatever it was, muſt have 
been accompliſhed by force. 20), That what they aimed 
at was not merely a Reform of the IIouſe of Commons, 
but a total ſubverſion of the Conſtitution ; by ſubſtituting 
a- Convention 1n place of all the three branches of the Le- 
giſlature; and veſting in it the whole power of the na- 
tion, both legiſlative and executive. In a word, it was to 
have Britain reduced to the ſame condition with France. 
34ly, That they did not mean ta attempt. the execution of 
their infernal plan, by a manly and open declaration of 
war againſt their countsy, or againſt the ruling powers, but 
by a ſadden inſurreQtion, and maſſacre of all whom they 
conſidered as hoſtile to their deſigns, or capable of oppoſ- 
ing them with elfet. Of this we have a Rags proof, 
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in the form of the weapons with which they had begun to 
provide themſelves, They wehe ſo conſtructed, that a per- 
ſon might conceal them in his ſom, or in his pocket till 
the moment when they were to be uſed. And had not Pro- 
vidence brought to light their plot, it is more than probable, | 
that the friends of good order and government might have 
been murdered in the ſtreets, or in their own houſes, before 
they had ſuſpected any danger. Bl: . be the Lord, who * 
not given us a prey to their teeth. 55 wi 

It will not ſurpriſe any one, and I truſt it will convince 
very few, that theſe intentions are ftill diſclaimed by that 
party, and even denied by ſome in parliament, who, though 
they now diſclaim memberſhip in theſe ſocieties, have never 
appeared great enemies to their meaſures. But it is curious to 
obſerve how thoſe men have always denied that any thing 
dangerous to the conſtitution was intended by theſe ſocieties : 
and now, when incontrovertible evidence of the fact is laid- 
before parliament, they attempt to, turn all into ridicule, 
by ſaying, that nothing i is now diſcovered, but what was 
known fix months ago, 1 they knew nx months ago of the 
treaſonable practices, which are now come to light, how can 
they be anſwerable to their own conſciences, to God, or to 
their country, for concealing them folong ? ? | 
It isequaliy curious to hear them arguing, that becauſe the 
ſeverities hitherto uſed have not been ſufficient to reſtrain 
ſuch practices, therefore no further ſeverities ought to be 
uſed ; but government ſhould now try what lenity and for- 
bearance will do. Is not this the ſame as if a man who is 
counſel for a criminal, before æ court of juſtice, ſhould de- 
liver himſelf in this manner? © All the rigour of the laws 
c made againſt robbery and murder, and all the ſeverity ex- 
© erciſed in the execution of theſe laws, have never yet 
& been able to prevent the commiſſion of thoſe crimes, 
6 Inſtead, therefore, of a more vigorous execution of the 
« laws, the proper method for abolifhing ſuch crimes, will 
be to diſannul all laws againſt them, to ſuffer criminals to 
enjoy impunity, and to give an univerſal toleratign to 
* murder and robbery.” Men who argue in this manner 

are ſurely reduced to d heir laſt ln Wx. 
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Furtuvs, CounTRYMEN, * Fzritow CHRISTIANS, 


Permit me, as a true friend of the people, a lover of the 


peace and order of ſociety, a fervant and ambaſſador of the 
Prince of peace, to addreſs you in the words of truth · and 
fobernefs. Have no fellowſhip with the unfruitful works of 
darkneſs ; nor ſuffer yourſelves to be impoſed upon by the 
good words and fair ſpeeches of men that lie in wait to deceive. 
The political conſtitution under which you have the happi- 
neſs to live, is the beſt that human wiſdom ever yet devi- 
ſed, The privileges that you enjoy, under its protec- 
tion, are ſuch as no other nation under heaven poſſeſſes. 
The. evils to which you are ſubje& are common to mankind 


every | where : no government can prevent them. While 
men continue to be ſinners, and while a juſt and holy God 
is the ſupreme Judge of all the earth, it will never be poſſible 
to ſet mortals free from thoſe miſeries which fin brings along 
with it You may change one miſery for another: or by 


ſtruggling agaioſt them̃, you may render your miſeries more 


heavy, but never in this world can you hope for exemption from 
the common evils of life. But why ſhould theſe be imputed to 


the government under which you live? We may appeal to 
you, in behalf of goverament, as Samuel did to the people 
of Iſrael in his own behalf: Whoſe ox, or whoſe afs have 
they taken? whom have they defrauded ? whom have they 
oppreſſed? Can you ſoberly lay yopr hand on your Heart, 


and ſay, that you have ſuffered any thing, in your perſon, in 


your property, in youe liberty, or in your juſt rights, by their 
hands? 


The ſpecious names of liberty, equality, and the rights of 


- 


men, are employed by deſigning men, to ſeduce you into 


practices ſubverſive of all liberty, and of the moſt valuable 
rights both of God and man. Divine Providence has now 
pulled off the maſk, by which your ſeducers attempted to 
cover their deſigns and it is plain that they aim at nothing 


leſs than the total ſubverſion of the Britiſh conſtitution z and 


E 


the introduction of a republican government, upon the model 
of that (if government it can be called, ) which now gubſiſts 
in France, But if that could be effected without bloodſhed, 
and with the free concurrence of the whole nation, the 
whole nation would ſoon repent of the change. A mere re- 
publican government, in a great nation, muſt neceſſarily he 
the government of a few demagogues; who, having both the 
legiſlative and executive power in their hands, can be ſub- 
je& to no controul ; but the liberty and property of every 
e in the nation _ be ſubject to their a dif. 
poſal. 

But you will be ſatisfied, that the great body of the nation 
are agaiaſt this change: and if ever the ſchemes of our pre- 
tended reformers are executed, it muſt be through a deluge' 
of blood, and after the moſt violent convulſions, through all 
the horrors of civil war, and thoſe new horrors which France 
has invented. We alſo muſt have our xe volutionary tribu- 
nals, our maſſacres, and our guillotines. Our land muſt be 
uncultivated; our trade and manufactures muſt ceaſe; and 
pinching famine will conſume the feu hom the ſword could 
not deſtroy. Can you think of imbruing your hands in the 
blood of your friends or brothers, of your fathers, or your 
own. children ? Can you lead thoſe to the ſcaffold, with. 
whom you once joined ſweet counſel as you went to the, 
houle of God in companies? All this you muſt reſolve on, if 
you will adhere to theſe deſperate men, and join in the pro- 
iecutian of their Ichemes. You have no alternative left, ug- 
leſs to de yourlelves put to death for refuſing to go all 
lengths with them. 

That political enthufiafm, by which the minds of ſome are 
influenced, may perhaps carry them through all this: they 
may outbrave the juſtice of their country ; they might allo 
meet death with a confidence worthy of a better caule z but 
that enthuſiaſm will carry them no further, It has been 
clearly proved, that ſeditious and treaſonable practices are as | 
contrary to the law of God, as they are to the laws of men. 
And after ſuffering all the puniſhments human laws can inflict, 
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they-muſt anſwer for-the fame crimes before the dread tribu- 


nal of God. There the films of prejudice will fall from their 
eyes ʒ their baſtard courage will forſake them; and their own 
conſcience will ratify the juſt ſentence, which the Judge of all 
the earth will pronounce again them. If they die glorying 
in their crimes, They muſt die impenitent; and there is no 
place for repentance in the other world. Seditions are enu- 
merated, by the Spirit of God, among the works of the fleſh, 


Cal. v. 20. Traitors are in the black liſt of thoſe ſinners, 


whoſe appearance in the world ſball make the laſt days peri- 
lous, 2 Tim. iii. 4 And murderers ſhall infallibly have 
their part in that lake, which burneth with fire and brimſtone. 

If in the great day of final reckoning, you ſhall be, found 
to have been guilty of any of theſe crimes, and to have died 
without repentance, all the world ſhall not be able to hide 
you from the face of him that ſitteth on the throne, nor to ſcreen 


pon from the wrath of the Lamb. _ 


Permit me, therefore, to intreat, to beſcech, and even to 


conjure you, as you love the peace of Fociety, the ſafety of. 


your families, or the gzeſefvation of your own lives; as you 
deſire the proſperity of the church, or the glory of him 


who purchaſed her with his own blogd ; as you wiſh to eſcape 


the juſt judgment of God, and to enjoy the approbation of 


the Great Maſter at his eoming ; as you value thoſe immor- 


tal ſouls, which, if they be loft, the gain of a whole world 
will profit you nothing; that you ſuffer not yourſelves to be 
ſeduced into practices which muſt prove ruinous to all theſe. 


If you have already been ſeduced, count it to your glory to 


break your fetters, and return to the way of duty; and, for 


the time to come, iuſtead of hearkening to thoſe filthy dreamers 


vho defile the fleſh, deſpiſe dominion, and ſpeat evil of dignities, 
give a practical attention to the words which the Holy Ghoſt 


teacheth, and quietly ſubmit yourſelves to every ordinance of ® 


man for the Lord's ſake, whether it be to the King as ſupreme, or 


to governors, as unto them <who are ſent by him, for the puniſb- 


ment of evil deers, and for the praiſe of them that do «well ; for fo 
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Ii the will of God. If your will is obſtinately ſet i in. - oppoſitiqn... 
to his will in this reſpect, think not that ever yowrcaq harden 
yourſelf againſt him: and proſper ; oy he that refiſteth the 
power reſiſteth the ordinance Codiꝶ und they that ret hal! 

receive to themſelves damnatian. it you will perſiſt in evil 
courſes, to the diſturbance of the publioſ geace,. that fame 
power, which would otherwiſe be the miniſter of, God to. ou 
for goed, ſhall prove the inſtrument of divine 2 


— you; oY he beareth not the Oe iris... 
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